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Digests of Recent Opinions 





MUNICIPAL LAW — ZONING — 
A municipality cannot by its 
zoning ordinance make the use 
of lands for a private school de- 
pendent upon recommendation 
and findings by the Planning 
Board. 

—Under our zoning scheme, zon- 
ing must be accomplished by 
creation of appropriate districts 
in which permitted uses are 
specified with any variation 
therefrom permitted only by 
“variance” or “special excep- 
tion” provided for in R.S. 40:55- 
39. 

—The Board of Adjustment is the 
only agency empowered to hear 
and decide requests for “vari- 
ances” or “special exceptions” 
from the general zoning scheme. 

MUNICIPAL LAW — Where both 
zoning ordinance and building 
code require building permit, 
one permit may be issued pro- 
vided criteria of both ordinances 


are met. 
—No vested rights are acquired 
under an improperly issued 


building permit and a munici- 
pality is not estopped from re- 
voking such permit where little 
work was done thereunder. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Hall, J.A.D., rendered Sept. 4, 1958. 
Div. Saddle River Day 
School v. Saddle River. For appel- 

ts—James A. Major. For re- 
ents—Warren Dixon, Jr. 
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= finding shall give due con- 
= "ation to the lessening of 


ion applies to a private or 
“ al School, such finding o 
Hs umendation may be over- 
~ SY a majority vote of the 
* and Council.” 


’ court 


In the interim, plaintiffs appli- 
ed for a building permit to make 
alterations to the building to con- 
vert it into a school. The permit 
was issued on Aug. 6. The appli- 
cation, however, was wholly de- 
ficient and did not comply with 
the requirements of the code. 
Some minor carpentry work was 
immediately done. On Aug. 9 the 
governing body adopted a resolu- 
tion directing the building inspec- 
tor to recall the permit. 

Held: The intent and effect of 


(Continued on page 2, col. 


Fifth Amendment 
Discharge Not Subject 
To Arbitration 








An employee who had claimed | 


his Fifth Amendment privilege 
against self-incrimination when 
questioned by the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activi- 
ties is not entitled to have his 
discharge under a union con- 
tract’s ‘just cause’ provision 
submitted to arbitration. The 
New York Supreme Court, New 
York County, ruled that when 
the cause for firing is ‘just cause’ 
as a matter of law, arbitration 
would be pointless. A refusal to 
answer the questions on the 
ground stated creates a doubt 
as to the “trustworthiness and 
reliability” 
ruled. (Cary v. 
house Electric Corp.) 

The court said it was con- 
strained to follow the California 
Supreme Court’s reasoning in 
Black v. Cutter Laboratories, 
43 Cal. 2d 788, 23 LW 2372, which 
held that California’s public 
policy forbade the enforcement 
of an arbitration award that 
directed the reinstatement to 
employment of a Communist 
Party member. New York courts, 
the opinion asserts, are no less 
aware of the Communist menace 
to democracy. While the em- 
ployee was perhaps within his 
constitutional rights in refusing 
to answer the questions, he had 
no constitutional right to em- 
ployment. 


Westing- 


Federal Bar Officers 
Nominated 


Starr Named New Jersey 
Vice President 


The nominating Committee of 
the Federal Bar Assn of New 
York, New Jersey and Connecti- 
cut has submitted the following 
slate of officers for the year 
1958-1959. 

Pres. Theodore R. Jackson 

Exec V.P.—Harvey Greenfield 


V.P. New Jersey— 
Samuel S. Starr 
V.P.’s New York— 
Peter Megargie Brown 
Gray Thoron 
Sidney B. Pfeifer and 
Lea S. Singer 
V.P. Conn.—Simon S. Cohen 
Sec—Alvin H. Kaufer 
Treas—James E. Buck 
Asst. Sec.—Elliott Kahaner 
Finan. Sec.—Paul M. Beer 
Asst. Treas.—Charles M. Lee 


Members of Bd. of Trustees— | 
Joseph Winston 
Alex J. Soled 
Max Chopnick 
Max Schwartz 
Florence R. Kennedy 
Jack Kravis and 
William Hyman 
Elections will take place at the 
Annual Meeting of the Assn on 
October 21st at 8 P.M. at the US. 
Court House, Foley Square, N. Y. 


of the employee the] 


Borden Presiding Judge 
Of Union County 
District Court 


Union County 
Judge Harold W. Borden has been 
designated as the Presiding Judge 
of the Court pursuant to NJS. 
2A:16-13, t 
roll W. Hopkins. Judge Hopkins 
was recently elevated to the! 
County Court 
Attorney General Drops | 

Move To List 


Lawyers Guild 


Washington, D.C. 
five-year effort to put the Na- 


tional Lawyers 





torney general’s list of subver- 
Sive organizations was dropped 
by the saa department. 


A motion filed in federal Dis- | 
trict Court 
Atty. Gen 
court to dismiss 
suit seeking 
ing. 

The dismiss 
comprehensive 
case has been 
{attorney las conclud- 
ed that the rand that would 
now be available at a hearing on 
the merits of the proposed desig- 
nation fails to meet the strict | 
standards of | proof which guide 
jthe determinat of proceed- 
ings of this character.’ 

Back in Auguat 1953 the then 
attorney general, Herbert Brown- 
ell Jr., notified the guild that he 
proposed to designate the organ- 
ization as subversive on 
grounds that it had substanti- 
ally followed Communist party 
policies since 1946. 

The guild denied the charges 
and asked for a hearing, but 
shortly thereafter filed suit here 
to enjoin any hearing, contend- 
ing the proceeding was uncon- 
stitutional. 

The guild lost 


here, 


Rogers, asked the 


analysis 


general | 


mn 









that suit and, 
following a dispute over the 
questions which the attorney 
general submitted in writing to 
the guild, the NLG last July 2 
filed a new suit in District Court 
seeking an injunction to prevent 
the attorney general from put- | 
ting the guild on 
urging dismissal of the five-year 
This was the 
Friday’s action 





in which 
took place. 
John M. Coe president, and 
Royal W. Fran executive sec- 
retary of the National Lawyers 
Guild, in a statement released 
in New York, expressed satisfac- | 
tion with the decision of the 
attorney general 
proposal to designate the guild 
on the attorney general’s list. 
“This decision 
general,” they said, ‘constitutes 
another notable victory for free- 
|dom of speech and association 
/}and the independence of the bar. 
The threat of the attorney gen- 
eral to place the National Law- 
lyers Guild on his list as a ‘sub- 
versive’ organization was with- 
out warrant either in law or in 
| fact. 
| “Chief Justice Warren in a re- 
cent decision s aid Brie pe man- 


ce 





lof. democracy is oo political 
| freedom built on the premise 
‘that every citizen shall have the 
|right to engage in political ex- 
| pression and association.’ 

| “This right was enshrined in 
| the First Amendment of the Bill 
|of Rights. Exercise of these free- 
doms in America has tradition- 
ally been through the media of 
political association. It is those 
rights which the National Law- 
yers Guild has attempted 
throughout its history to defend 
and vindicate. 


District Court | 


) Succeed Judge Car- | 


(ACCN) — A | 


Guild on the at- | 


on behalf of | 
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by Robert A. Kessler* 


“Clerkship” As a Means of 
Skills Training 

A furor was created in the 
| legal education world in 1952 
/when Arch M. Cantrall bitterly 
| criticized the law schools of the 
| nations for failing to give their 
graduates adequate “skills” 
| training to equip them for the 
‘practice of law.’ Since that time 
| (the furor has not yet died down) 
| the initial stimulus has persisted 





}in producing among legal educa- 
tors their normal conditioned 
response: Thousands of words 
have been written in agreement, 
| qualification and disagreement, 
| other thousands have been spent 
on suggestions, counter-sugges- 
tions and qualifications of sug- 
gestions.? This effusion at least 











Philadelphia Bar Again 
Sponsoring Law Course 
For School Teachers 


Workshop on Preventive Law 
Reaches City’s 80,000 High 
School Students 


| 


| The Philadelphia Bar Associa- 
jtion and Board of Education 
jhave jointly sponsored for the 
jJast three years a highly in- 
formative series of workshop 
/courses for teachers on “preven- 
tive law” which is proving to be 
a valuable tool in promoting 
better understanding of the law 
and good citizenship among the 
city’s 80,000 high school students. 


Plans are now under way to 
continue and expand the pro- 
gram, first initiated in 1955, for 
ithe 1958-59 school season be- 
| ginning in November. 

Each year to date more than 
100 public school teachers and 
;counsellors have attended the 
special seven-month lecture 
series, held on the third Tuesday 
of each month, November 
through May, in the Mayor’s Re- 
ception Room at City Hall. 
|Teachers and student counsel- 
lors taking the course receive 
|credits for “in-service” work. 


Among the topics covered 
since the program was inaugu- 
‘rated are: Dedication to Justice, 
Laws Relating to Minors, Par- 
ental Responsibility for Juvenile 
Delinquency, Services of Juvenile 
Court and the Youth Study Cen- 
ter and Services of the Domestic 
|Relations Court. 


This year’s series of seminars 
have been appropriately titled 
“Ladders to Freedom.” The sev- 
en subjects discussed were: 
|Right of Trial by Jury, Famous 
|Constitutional Cases, The Fifth 
|Amendment, Segregation Deci- 
/Sions, and Status of Labor Leg- 
islation. 


Preventive law course speak- 
ers include experienced judges, 
lawyers and law teachers. Im- 
mediately following each lecture, 
the speakers are available for a 
question and answer period. 

One of the advantages of the 
| course is that it acquaints teach- 
Jers with basic law relating to 
juveniles and to curriculum-re- 
lated fields. Thus they are bet- 
ter able to deal with problems 
arising both in and out of the 
classroom, and to impart to 
pupils an understanding of their 
legal responsibidities. Moreover, 
the series serves to make the 
teaching profession aware of the 
legal profession’s interest in this 
area of public service. In this 
way it serves a valuable public 
‘relations purpose. 


| 





The “Modern Clerkship” As A Metkod of 
Skill Training 


indicates that we are, as we 
should be, interested in doing 
our job as well as possible, not 
only for our students, but for 
the public in general, since if 
our country’s lawyers are under- 
trained or mistrained, true, the 
lawyer himself will suffer 
through loss of clients, but much 
more important, the mistakes 
which these members of the pro- 
fession make will result in loss 
to their clients of not only 
money, but perhaps of things 
much more precious (the cus- 
tody of their children or even 
their very lives.) 

Needless to say, the lawyer’s 
failure to protect or vindicate 
his client’s rights (due to what- 
ever cause) can only have the 
disastrous effect of creating a 
distrust of law, in general, and, 
since it is a symbol for the pub- 
lic conscience, a weakening of 
faith in the entire social order. 

The problem of insuring the 
competent training of those who 
become members of our profes- 
sion therefore amply deserves 
the attention which has been 
given it (and which we hope will 
continue to be devoted to a bet- 
terment of the process). 

Cantrall has posed a question 
which requires a clear-headed 
answer: Has legal education 
been doing its proper job? 

Although we law _ professors 
might prefer a “community of 
scholars” devoted to the concep- 
tualization and consequent Sys- 
tematization of the law as an 
object of aesthetic appreciation, 
we must remember that we, to- 
gether with all other members 
of the profession, have a duty to 
our students and also to the 
public to insure that when a 
man is permitted to hold himself 
out as a lawyer he has both the 
requisite ability and training to 
qualify him justifiably to assume 
his privileges.’ 

Cantrall is undoubtedly cor- 
rect when he says that the aver- 
age law school graduate is in- 
capable of handling, unaided, 
even the simplest problems of a 
client coming to him. 

What then is the answer? 

Those who have responded to 
Cantrall have taken either one 
of two basic positions: (a) The 
law schools neither can nor 
should attempt to make the law 
graduate a competent practi- 
tioner;‘ or (b) Yes, the law 
schools should insure that their 


1) 
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its flowing from participation in 
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e, e.g., the article by Dean Stason 
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the amendatory provision in so 
far as it relates to private schools 
is that such use of any parcel in 
the borough is not absolute at all 
but is dependent on the individual 
determination of the governing 
body in each case after recom- 
mendation by the Planning Board 
—something akin to the “special 
exception” provided for in RS. 
40:55-39(b). Sanction for such 
treatment cannot be derived from 
R.S. 40:55-1.13 for that section of 
the Planning Act relates only to 
public projects, the purpose there- 
of being to integrate public pro- 
jects into the overall master plan. 
While the section may authorize 
such reference to the Planning 
Board in some situations where 
the legislative decision as to what 
use may be made of lands has 
been made by appropriate author- 
ity, it is not designed to give the 
Planning Board power to deter- 
mine whether a use should be 
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| per under the circumstances here. 


permitted or some restriction re- | 
leased. That is for the zoning 
authorities. 


If the amendment is considered 
an attempt to treat private schools 
as a special use, it is contrary to 
the zoning act. The allowance of 
special use as to a particular piece 
of property must conform to the 
pattern of the zoning act and a 
planning board is not the agency | 
to which such a determination | 
may be delegated. Such special | 
uses, denominated “special excep- | 
tions” are provided for in the | 
zoning law (R.S. 40:55-39(b)) un- 
der which the Board of Adjust- 
ment is the only agency empow- | 
ered to hear and decide requests 
for same in accordance with any 
such ordinance on the basis of | 
standards specified therein. Un-| 
der the scheme in operation, zon- 
ing must be accomplished by the 
creation of appropriate districts 
in which permitted uses are speci- 
fied, with regulations respecting 
same uniform throughout the dis- | 
trict. The only variations from | 
such pattern permitted by the 
statute are “special exceptions” | 
and “variances” provided for by | 
R.S. 40:55-39. Thus, treating the | 
amendment as an attempt to} 
make private schools a “special 
exception”, it must fall since the} 
Board of Adjustment is left out 
of the proposed scheme. The 
amendment is invalid. 








The Zoning Ordinance and the | 
Building Code both provide for 
and require a building permit. It 
can be one permit satisfying the 
criteria of both enactments. It 
is the inspector’s duty to see that 
compliance with the requisites of 
both ordinances is demonstrated 
before issuing the permit. The 
application here failed to meet 
the criteria of the building code 
in several respects and the permit 
should accordingly not have been 
issued. A municipality is not es- 
topped from revoking a permit 
invalidly issued even where the 
invalidity was not the fault of 
the applicant and the latter had 
proceeded to do some work in 
reliance thereon. Comparatively 
little had been done between the 
issuance of the permit on Aug. 6 
and its recall on Aug. 12 by the 
building inspector at the direction 
of the mayor and council. Under 
the circumstances no vested rights 
were acquired by plaintiffs as a 
result of the issuance of the per- 
mit or acts done thereafter. The 
recall procedure adopted was pro- 


Modified accordingly. 
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‘TRU STS 


| STATUTE 
TRUSTS — N. J. S. 25:1-3 does | 


ij | titles 


LIENS — PRIORITY — CRED- 
ITORS’ RIGHTS — TAXA- 
TION — A Federal lien for 
unpaid taxes can rise no high- 
er than the rights of the tax- 
payer in the property against 
which the lien is sought to be 
enforced. 


TAXATION — STATUTE OF 
FRAUDS — CREDITORS’ 
RIGHTS — The statute of | 


frauds is not available to the 
Government, judgment cred- 
itors or other strangers to an 


oral agreement to prevent ex- | 
if 


ecution of the agreement 
the party obligated is willing 
to perform. 


FRAUDS CREDITORS’ 
RIGHTS — A creditor cannot 
object on the ground of the 


Statute of Frauds if one re- | 


ceiving land under an oral 


trust agreement seeks to con- , 


vey in accordance with the 
trust though it could not have 
been enforced against him. 
OF FRAUDS — 
not prevent creation of an ex- 
press trust by parol but re- 
quires that 
writing. 


|—Where an express trust fails 


for want of required written 
manifestation, equity may 
grant relief through imposi- 
tion of a constructive trust to 
prevent unjust enrichment. 
CREDITORS’ RIGHTS RE- 
CORDING — The _ recording 
statutes render void as against 
subsequent creditors unrecord- 
ed instruments susceptible of 
recording but do not invalid- 
ate or affect equitable rights, 
such as a constructive trust, 
not susceptible of recording. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Schalick, J. S. C. rendered Sept. 
10, 1958. Chancery Div. Zwaska 


v. Irwin, et als. For plaintiff— | 


Cobbin & Farr. For the Irwins— 
Evoy & Feinberg. For Norett— 
Louis B. LeDuc. For Nilsen— 
James G. Aiken. For the U. S.— 
Chester A. Weidenburner, U. S. 
Atty, by John H. Mohrfeld 3rd 
and David E. Crabtree. 

In 1954 plaintiff Zwaska, and 
defendants Irwin and Norrett 
orally agreed to purchase mun- 
icipally owned lots on which 
they would build and sell dwell- 
ing houses, their capital con- 
tributions and their profits to be 
equal. They attempted to buy 
certain lots jointly but were un- 
successful. They did, however, 
pursuant to the agreement, 
thereafter each acquire certain 
desired lots in their separate in- 
dividual names and agreed to 
form a corporation to which title 


| would be conveyed, each to hold 


an equal number of shares. A 
corporation was formed for this 
|purpose early in 1955 but the 
were never transferred. 
|Meanwhile they proceeded to 
| build a sample house on the lots 
|purchased in Irwin’s name. The 
initial building costs were divid- | 


jed equally and paid by separate 


checks on their individual ac- 
counts. After the corporation 


| was formed, Zwaska and Norrett 


|supplied equal funds for a cor- 


porate account and Irwin sup- | 
plied an equal amount in labor. 
Bills thereafter were paid from 
the corporate account. 
;completion of the house, the | 
|three turned over their deeds to | 
jan attorney for transfer of title 
to the corporation and arranged 


ito sell the house to defendant 


|U. S. asserts a lien on the real |} 
estate title to which was in Ir- } 


Nilsen. An agreement of sale be- 
tween the corporation and Nil- 
sen was entered into but in the 
meantime the U. S. Government 
had recorded three tax liens cov- 
ering tax arrearages against Ir- 
win totaling over $25,000. The 


win’s name. Plaintiff and Nor- 


|rett on the other hand assert 


| 


title in trust to the 
; for each of them. By 


Irwin held 
extent of }s3 


agreement of all the parties the | 
court ordered title conveyed by |] 


|Irwin to the Nilsens free of all 
liens, the liens, rights and equi- | 
ties of the parties to attach to | 


STATUTE OF | 


it be proved by) 


After | 


|the proceeds of the sale, as de- 


termined by the court. 

Held: The rights of the gov- 
ernment are solely dependent on 
jthe rights of the taxpayer 
pete. whom the lien is impos- 
}ed. A Federal lien for unpaid 
|taxes can rise no higher than 
| the rights of the taxpayer. The 
| Government is limited to recov- 
ery of only the taxpayer’s inter- 
lest in the property and this is 
lequally true if the property is 
| the subject of joint ownership. 

The Statute of Frauds is not 
available to the Government 
jsince the Government has the 
{status of a judgment creditor, 
not a party to the transaction. 
The Statute of Frauds was en- 
jacted to protect the party 
|'sought to be charged and is not 
available to strangers toc the 
agreement. The Government as 
a judgment creditor is a strang- 
er within the meaning of this 
rule and cannot set up the Stat- 
|ute of Frauds to prevent execu- 
|tion by its debtor of an oral ex- 
ecutory contract if the latter is 
| willing to perform. If the par- 
|ties, as in this case, are willing 
'to waive the requirements of the 
istatute, a stranger to the con- 
|tract cannot object. Thus, if one 
| receives a conveyance under an 
‘oral agreement to hold in trust 
or reconvey, a lien creditor can- 
not object under the Statute if 
the recipient seeks to reconvey 
in accordance with the trust al- 
though it could not have been 
enforced against him. The direc- 
tion of N. J. S. A. 25:1-3 that all 
declarations of trust of real es- 
tate shall be in writing or be 


but merely requires that proof 
thereof be by writing. It merely 
prescribes a rule of evidence. 

In the instant case there was 
jinsufficient written evidence or 
|proof required to establish an 
express trust. Equity may, how- 
ever, where an express trust 
fails for want of the required 
written manifestation, grant re- 
lief through the formula of a 
constructive trust to prevent un- 
just enrichment. The proofs here 
support the invocation of this 
equitable power. While such 
constructive trust might not bar 
or be binding upon a bona fide 
purchaser for value, it is effec- 
tive and valid as against the 
Government, whose rights, as 
indicated, can rise no higher 
than those of the taxpayer. Ir- 
win, accordingly, held title as a 
constructive trustee for himself, 
plaintiff and Norrett. 

The Government also con- 
tends that though the evidence 
justifies a finding of a trust, still 
the lien must prevail because 
title was solely in Irwin’s name 
and any interest of plaintiff or 
Norrett was not on record. It 
relies on the recording statutes, 
N. J. S. A. 46:16-1 and 46:22-1. 
If the parties have instruments 
in the nature of conveyances or 
declarations of trust, the statut- 
ory requirements demand that 
they be recorded, otherwise they 
are void as against subsequent 
| creditors. But here there were 
ino such deeds or instruments. 
|The cited statutes do not apply 
to rights not susceptible of be- 
ing recorded. An equitable right, 
such as a constructive trust, 
| which is not susceptible of being 





utterly void is not to the con- | 
trary. This statute does not pre- | 
vent creation of a trust by parol | 


| favor of nor subordinated t e 
lrights of a judgment creditor 


State Per Capita Tax 
Sets New Record 


New Jersey Low But City 
Tax High 


The average state per capita 
tax burden reached another gl). 
time high in fiscal 1958, accorg- 
ing to Commerce Clearing House 
national reporting authority 
tax and business law. 

The 1958 per capita figure of 
$88 was about $1 higher 
for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1957, a smaller increase t an 
in prior years. The average an 
nual boost registered Over the 
five previous fiscal years 
$4.55. 

Figures prepared by CCH from 
census bureau statistics shows 
the per capita tax burdens na- 
tionwide measured at _ state 
levels. These figures do not re- 
flect city and local tax burdens 

Nevada continued to col 
the highest per capita state 
in the nation, but its record } 
of $145 for fiscal 1957 wa 
to $138 in 1958. The state of 
Washington registered the sec- 
ond highest at $137, up $4 fror 
the previous year. New Me 
followed with $129, up $10 f from 
1957. 

New Jersey, with the lowest 
per capita tax figure of $51, isa 
state in which city taxes are 
generally high. Nebraska’s - 
age tax was $58. All other states 
showed average per capita tax 
burdens above $60, the CCH r- 
port said, but 16 states scorec 
a reduction in per capita bur- 
dens. 
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recorded, is not by operation of 
the recording statutes barred 








whose rights merely attach t 
the debtor’s property subject t 
all existing equities against the 
debtor’s interest therein. A judg- 
ment creditor, even one wh 
made a levy, is not in re- 
gard a bona fide purchaser for 
value. 

The proceeds of the sale 
therefore to be distributed 
third to plaintiff, one third 
Norrett and one third to the U 
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REVIEW OF SUPREME COURT'S WORK 


DECISIONS ON TAXATION 


The article that follows is the fourth 
in a series briefly summarizing the 
opinions and work of the Supreme 
Court during its recent Term. The pre- 
ceding articles reviewed the highlights 
and statistics of the Term and decisions 
on business regulation. 

The absence of any clear and 
consistent federal policy for the 
tax treatment of expenses taint- 
ed in some way by illegal con- 
duct was illustrated during the 
Supreme Court’s recently con- 
cluded Term by decisions deny- 
ing truckers the right to deduct 
fines but permitting bookies to 
deduct their business expenses. 


Truckers 

Interstate motor carriers had 
tried to deduct as business ex- 
penses under Section 23(a)(1)- 
(A) of the 1939 Internal Revenue 
Code fines that they had incur- 
red for violations of state 
maximum-weight laws. In the 
first case, the industry deliber- 


tely operated its trucks over- 


calculated risk, of escaping the 


notice 


of the state and local 





those that are both ordinary and 
necessary, a finding of ‘“neces- 
sity’ must be made. This finding, 
the Court stressed, cannot be 
ade if allowance of the deduc- 

1 would frustrate sharply de- 

national or state policy 
ribing particular types of 
conduct, evidenced by some gov- 
ernmental declaration. 

The opinion stated: 

“Here we are concerned with 
the policy of severai States ‘evi- 
jenced’ by penal statutes en- 
ted to protect their highways 
n damage and to insure the 
ty of all persons using t 
tioner and its drivers have 
od these laws and have 
sentenced to pay the fine 
claimed as income tax de- 
ns. It is clear that asse 
of the fines was punitive 
and not a mere toll for 
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Bookies 

However, when it came to the 
use of the highways: the fines|>0oKmaker, the Court followed 
occurred only in the exceptional! Slightly different tack. The 
instance when the over-weight | €XPenses sought to be deducted 


Extent of Cross-Examin- 
ation of Character | 
Witnesses Reviewed 


New Rule By Treasury 
Dep't On F, G Bonds 


WASHINGTON, D. C. (ACCN) 


run was detected by the police. 
Petitioner’s failure to comply 
with the state laws obviously was 
based on a balancing of the cost 
of compliance against the 
chance of detection. Such a 
course cannot be sanctioned, for 
judicial deference to state action 
requires, whenever possible, that 
a State not be thwarted in its 
policy. We will not presume that 
the Congress, in allowing deduc- 
tions for income tax purposes, 
intended to encourage a busi- 
ness enterprise to violate the 
declared policy of a State. To 
allow the deduction sought here 
would but encourage continued 
violations of state law by in- 
creasing the odds in favor of 
non-compliance. This could only 
tend to destroy the effectiveness 
of the State’s maximum weight 
laws.” (Tank Truck Rentals, 
Inc. v. Comr., 26 LW 4179). 
Mere inadvertent violations of 
state maximum-weight laws 
were involved in the second case. 
The Court found it equally clear 
that allowance of the fines as 
a deduction would severely and 
directly frustrate state policy. 
The state statutes do not differ- 
entiate between 
willful violators. 
Wholly apart from _ possible 
frustration of state policy, the 
Court found that payment of 
the fine was not “necessary” to 
operation of the business. The 
violations usually resulted from 


innocent and/| 


The U. S. Court of Appeals for 
the Third Circuit, in an opinion 
by Judge Wright filed on Sep- 
tember 10th, reviewed the extent 


| were for rent and wages. Under 
|applicable state law, the acts 
; performed by the employees and 
the payment of rent for the 





purpose of bookmaking were |of permissible cross examination 
| prohibited. ; of character witnesses. In the 
| But, the Court explained, any |case before the court, appellant 


|inference of federal policy dis- 
| approving these expenses as 
; deductions is absent here. In- 
| deed, the regulations point the 


contended the trial court erred 
in denying his motion to with- 
draw a juror because of alleged 
improper cross-examination of 


| other way, for they make the/his character witness. The al- 
federal excise tax on wagers leged improprieties consisted of 
| deductible as an ordinary and ;asking the witness, after he had 


| necessary business expense. This 
is deemed by the Court to be|other indictment against de- 
recognition of a gambling enter- | fendant, whether he would have 
prise as a business for federal | modified his judgment if he had 
| tax purposes. The policy that al-|heard about it, and whether he 
lows as a deduction the tax paid/had heard about pending dis- 
| to conduct the business seems |} barment proceedings against de- 
sufficiently hospitable to allow! fendant. While ruling that there 
the normal deduction of rents/has been impropriety in the 
and wages necessary to operate | cross-examination, the Court of 


denied any knowledge of an- 





it. ; | Appeals held that on the record 
The Court also stated: “If wejand in view of the trial courts 
jenforce as federal policy the cautionary charge, there had 


|rule espoused by the Commis- 
|sioner in this case, we would 
|come close to making this type 
of business taxable on the basis | 
of receipts, while all 
|other business would be taxable 
on the basis of net income. If | 
that choice is to be made, Con- 
gress should do it. The amounts 


been no prejudicial abuse of dis- 
cretion or prejudicial error war- 
ranting a reversal. 

In reviewing the issue, the 
court stated that “the scope of 
permissible cross-examination 
of character witnesses is a mat- 
| ter peculiarly reserved for the 
}sound judgment of the trial 





itm ms 
1tS gross 


fap singin ne employees and | judge to be reviewed solely for 
be a ee ee — are Of-| prejudicial abuse of discretion” 
inary ana necessary €xXpenses jand that the standards to be 


in the accepted meaning of the 
words. That is enough to permit 


the deduction, unless it is clear 


}applied are: 
“1. The trial court should as- 


a shifting of the load during 
transit, and nothing in the 
record indicated that the shift- 


that the allowance is a device to 
avoid the consequence of viola- 
tions of a law, as in Hoover 





ing could not have been con- Motor Expr Co. v. United 
trolled merely by tying down the|o44,, * * * a7 d Tank Truck 
load or compartmentalizing the| pentals Inc. » Commeiiiae 

trucks. Other violations occurred|, » * parr emer ees Gontravenns 
because the motor carrier relied th. tegeral policy expressed in | 
on the weights stated in the bills a statute rezulation as in| 


)f lading when picking up goods in Textile Mil . 6 eo. ¥. Commis-| 





small communities having nO cijner (314 U.S. 326).” 

weighing facilities. The Court The Court citation of the| 
+} raht thic ei +4 - , = > slauls é | 
thought this ‘situation could | Textile Mill Corporation case 
have been alleviated by carrying (lobbying expenses) may be 
a scale on the truck. (Hoover) jionifcant : of the fact| 
Motor Express Co., Inc. v. U. S., that there are now pending on| 
26 LW 4181) the Court’s docket tw 


two cases in- | 








half a century. 
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volving the de 
ganda expense 
U.S., No. 29 


duction of propa- | 

Commarano V.| 
ind F. Strauss and | 
Sons, Inc. Comr., No. 50.} 
(Comr. v. Sullivan, 26 LW 4182) 
Transferee Liability 

State law, and not federal, is 
the criterion will have to 
be applied collecting taxes 


certain out of the presence of 
the jury that the target of the 
question was an actual event 
which would probably result in 
some comment among acquaint- 
ances, if not injury to defend- 
ant’s reputation. 

“2. The inquiry must be in ap- 
proved form. “Have you heard” 
is correct, whereas, “do 
know” is improper. 


“3. The event inquired about | 


must show a defect of character 
similar to that which defend- 


jant’s witnesses said he was re- 


puted not to exhibit. 

“4. The jury must be instruct- 
ed concerning the limited pur- 
pose of the inquiry. 

“5. The question may not be 
hypothetical nor assume un- 
proven facts and ask if they 
would affect the conclusion.” 

The decision was rendered in 


U.S. v. Alker, No. 12313. 


you | 





—Individuals and personal trust 
estates who have held series F 
and G savings bonds originally 
issued on and after Sept. 1, 1946, 
and which mature beginning 
Sept. 1, 1958, will be permitted 
to reinvest the proceeds, as they 
mature, in series E or H bonds, 
without regard to the annual 
limitation of $10,000 (maturity 
value) for each series. 


This was announced by the 
U. S. treasury dept. The an- 
nouncement said further that 
those holders can purchase ser- 
ies E or H bonds or a combina- 
tion of both up to such denomin- 
ational amounts as the proceeds 
of their matured bonds will fully 
cover. 

This can be accomplished by 
presenting the series F and G 
bonds to any Federal Reserve 
bank or branch. Series E and 
H bonds so purchased will be 
dated as of the first day of the 
month in which the matured 
series F or G bonds are present- 
ed for payment. 

In order to preserve the con- 
tinuity of their investment, 
holders of the maturing bonds 
are urged to present them for 
exchange during the month in 
which they mature. Holders oth- 
er than individual and personal 
trust estates will not be permit- 
ted to reinvest the proceeds of 
their maturing series F or G 
bonds outside of the limitation 
on holdings for series E and H 
bonds. 
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from a transferee of the origin- 
al taxpayer, the Court held in a 
6-3 decision. The transferee pro- 
vision of the 1939 Code, Section 
311, the majority explained, nei- 
ther created nor defined a sub-, 
Stantive liability but merely pro- |, 


government could collect taxes. 

Looking at the legislative his- | 
|tory, the Court asserted: “Prior | 
ito the enactment of Sec. 280 of | 
the Revenue Act of 1926, the} 
predecessor of Sec. 311, the rights | 
of the Government as creditor, | 
‘enforceable only by bringing a| 
{bill in equity or an action at/| 
llaw, depended upon state stat-| 
utes or legal theories developed | 
| by the courts for the protection | 
of private creditors, as in cases 
where the debtor had transfer- | 
red his property to another. 
Phillips v. Commissioner, supra, | 
at 592, n. 2; cf. Pierce v. United | 
| States, 255 U. S. 398; Hospes v. | 
Northwestern Mfg. & Car Co., 48 
Minn. 174, 50 N. W. 1117. This | 
procedure proved unduly cum-| 
|bersome, however, in compari- 
lson with the summary admin- 
istrative remedy allowed against 
the taxpayer himself, Rev.Stat. 
Sec. 3187, as amended by the 
Revenue Act of 1924, 43 Stat. 
343. The predecessor section of 
Sec. 311 was designed ‘to provide 
for the enforcement of such lia- 
bility to the Government by 
ithe procedure provided in the 
act for the enforcement of tax 














up-to-date Will. 








(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 








W henever a change in tax laws, in family 
affairs, in business or economic conditions 
makes revision of an estate plan advisable, 
National State Bank suggests the cus- 
tomer consult his attorney for legal advice. 


Of course, no family program, except 
the most simple, is sound without a modern, 
And no Will, if unre- 
viewed, is likely to remain sound in these 
changing times. We constantly advise our 
customers that prompt discussion of their 
estate problems with their attorneys should 
help them do more for their families. 
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APPOINTMENTS TO THE COURTS — 
THE HOPE OF THE FUTURE 


Our recent series of editorials noting the tenth anniversary of 
New Jersey’s court system is to some extent a reminder that the 
time has come to drop those references—once almost universal and 
still fairly frequent—to the “new” system and the “new” rules. 
After ten years, use of the word “new” is hardly correct, and sug- 
gests a comparison with the “old” which has lost much of its value. 
What we have now must be critically examined for its own strength 
and weakness if we are to make progress. Especially is this nec- 
essary as to the basic need for the best possible judicial personnel. 

The goals of a well ordered court system have been seasoned 
with age and experience. The other day the “New York Times”, 
commenting upon the long and still unsuccessful attempts to 
reform the New York Courts, stated: 

“The essential objectives have already been clearly 
defined: 
(1) an integrated, state-wide judicial structure, with 

a minimum of courts and overlapping jurisdictions; (2) 

centralized administration and fiscal controls, and (3) a 

fully qualified and dedicated judicial personnel.” 

New Jersey would add (4) a simple flexible system of procedure 
aimed at avoiding undue delay, technicalities and surprise. 








































in the way of a truly integrated, state-wide judicial structure. 
Overlapping jurisdiction between those courts and the Superior 
Court does exist and creates a situation which a lawyer can try 
to explain to a layman only with apologies. By administrative 
efforts we have done fairly well in making a non-integrated system 
work as though integrated, yet those efforts can never reach the 
basic objective. 

And can the suitor whose case is heard by a part-time county 
judge, specially assigned to the Superior Court for a few weeks, 
be truly convinced the arrangement is not a makeshift? 


common in other states) under the unwritten constitutional stand- 
ard of a bi-partisan bench. During the past ten years, moreover, 
the State has had an advantage that will not always prevail. Two 
lawyers have sat in the governor’s chair. Their general interest 
in finding good judges cannot be denied. The advice and consent 
of the Senate has on all but a few occasions been rendered with 
due regard to the purpose of this constitutional restraint. Yet the 
system of appointments has shown its weaknesses as well as 
advantages, over the past decade. As the late Chief Justice Vander- 
bilt observed in 1956: 
“It must not be imagined, however, that the appoint- 

ment of judges as distinguished from the elective process— 

or even the bi-partisan system of appointment—signifies 

the approach of a judicial millenium. A superior judiciary 

cannot be attained except from a superior bar and from a 

bar alert to its responsibility for seeing to it that the best 

available appointee is chosen for each vacancy. The mem- 

bers of the bar know each other better than anyone else 

does. They have every opportunity for consultation with 

the appointing power. Under the new Constitution every 

name must be posted seven days before a judicial nom- 

ination goes to the Senate for confirmation. I can think 

of no greater responsibility of the bar.” 

Better judicial material is available at the bar, and we need 
a way to get more of it to the bench. The bar recognizes the many 
good appointments; it should not tolerate any less than the best 
available. Some appointments during the past 10 years have been 
disappointing by this standard. For a specific remedy a recent 
editorial on this page suggested serious consideration of the 
Missouri Plan for choosing judges, or some variation of it. Our 
present purpose is to emphasize that the room for improvement 
is substantial and the opportunity of the organized bar is great. 

After ten years the differences between our present judicial 
system and that which preceded it have lost their novelty. The 
time has come to take pride in what we have for its lasting worth 
rather than its newness. The time is here to set the next objective 
—to maintain the bench in the same high tradition as the court 
structure which sustains it. 





Our County Courts, as pointed out earlier in this series, stand | 


As to judicial personnel, the State enjoys the advantages of | 
the appointive system (as compared with the election of judges | 
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| FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE 
| CONFERENCE OF CHIEF 

| JUSTICES 

| Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 
| Examination of the text of 
|the Committee Report on which 
|the Conference of Chief Justices 
lrecently acted raises questions 
| going beyond the one of pro- 
|priety considered in your last 
|week’s editorial. The Foreword 
lsets forth that the Committee 


“Official Organ for publication of all Notices by the Courts of New| Was appointed at the Conference 
Jersey to the Bar of the State with respect to Practice and Procedure”. 
* _ s 


|meeting in the summer of 1957, 
|that it held one meeting in De- 
|cember, 1957 at which it arrang- 
led to have five monographs pre- 
| pared by members of the Faculty 
|of the University of Chicago Law 
| School, and that: 
“It had originally been hoped 
| that all necessary research 
| material would be available to 
| your Committee by the end 
| of April and that the Commit- 
tee could study it and then 
meet for discussion, possibly 
| late in May, and thereafter 
| send at least a draft of the 
| Committee’s report to the 
members of the Conference 

well in advance of the 1958 

meeting; but these hopes have 
|} not been realized. The magni- 
| tude of the studies and the 
| thoroughness with which they 
| have been made rendered it 

impossible to complete them 
| until about two months after 
| the original target date and it 
has been impracticable to hold 
another meeting of this Com- 
mittee until the time of the 

Conference.” 

In view of the gravity of the 
charges in the Report and the 
Resolution, this statement rais- 
es the following questions on 
which at least the legal profes- 
sion is entitled to information 
from the Committee and the 
Conference officers: 

1. Why, in view of the great 
jimportance of the subject did 
j/not the delay in the submission 
lof the monographs bring about 
ja delay of six months or even a 
|year in the submission of a re- 
|port for action by the Confer- 
|ence? 
| 2. Did the pendency of the 
|Jenner Bill and the existence in 
ithe spring of this year of an ex- 
|plosive situation in Little Rock 
and elsewhere in the South have 
fany influence on the Commit- 
tee’s decision to present a report 
/in Los Angeles without any prior 
|meeting to discuss the research 
}materials, to reflect and to de- 
|}termine what recommendations 
;}Should be made? 

3. How long before the Confer- 
lence met did the Committee 
}members receive copies of the 
|Report for approval and signa- 
jture, and when did the other 
|Conference members __ receive 
|copies of the Report for study? 

4. How much time was allowed 
ifor discussion and _ deliberate 
| consideration before the unprec- 
|edented Resolution was present- 
ied for a vote? 
| 5. Did the thirty-six who voted 
|for the Resolution consider the 
{misleading tendency of any pub- 
|licity which failed to make clear 
|that they were acting as indiv- 
jiduals and not in behalf of thirty- 
|six of the highest State Courts? 
| The Report does state, “this Con- 
| ference has no legal powers 
whatsoever” but that is not 
}equivalent to a forthright admis- 
sion that the opinions and votes 
|were purely personal, that the 
title of Chief Justice had no 
| special relevancy, and that their 
|brethren had no knowledge of 
| the report or Resolution and had 
{not authorized any voting in 
| their behalf, whether as individ- 
|uals or as a Court. Indeed, im- 
|}mediately after the Resolution 
|was voted a majority of the 
|Michigan Supreme Court tele- 
‘graphed to Los Angeles a disa- 
vowal of their Chief Justice’s 
|views as a member of the Com- 
|mittee which had sponsored the 
|Report and Resolution. 





6. The Report states “If any 
conclusions or recommendations 
at which we may arrive are to 


have any effect, they can only | 


be through the power of persua- 
sion.” Whom did the Committee 
and the Conference majority set 
out to persuade? Since the Re- 
port expresses the belief that 
every member of the Supreme 
Court intends “to pursue dispas- 
sionate consideration of what is 


or is not constitutionally war- | 


ranted” and since the grievance 
expressed in the review of cer- 
tain decisions is that the dis- 
senting opinions, even if shared 
by only two members, did not 
impress the other seven suffici- 
ently to change the result, the 
persuasion contemplated by the 
Committee could hardly have 
been directed to the Supreme 
Court itself. We credit the Chief 
Justices’ majority with more un- 
derstanding of the judicial pro- 
cess (and of the effect thereon of 
convictions reached by Supreme 
Court Justices after full argu- 
ment, mature consideration and 
give-and-take discussion with 
the dissenters in the conference 
room) than would justify an in- 
ference that they hoped to per- 
suade Supreme Court members 
that they had made mistakes in 
the long-contested area of fed- 
eral-state relationships. It would 
seem, therefore, that the intend- 
ed persuasion was directed else- 
where. Could it be that Chief 
Justice Charles A. Jones, of 
Pennsylvania, pointed in the 
right direction when he charged 
that the real basis of the Re- 
port’s complaints was the segre- 
gation issue? Governor Faubus, 
Senator Byrd and others prompt- 
ly exploited the Resolution. Is it 
of any significance that with 
three Chief Justices of Southern 
states on the Committee no men- 
tion is made of the 1954 Brown 
case, although the 1923 decision 
in Massachusetts v. Mellon is 
resurrected as if chargeable to 
the present members of the Su- 
preme Court? 


7. In discussing recent cases 
on admission to the bar, the 
Committee Report states “We 
are well aware that any adverse 
comment which we may make on 
those decisions lays us open to 
attack on the grounds that we 
are complaining of the curtail- 
ment of our own powers and that 
we are merely voicing the equiv- 
alent of the ancient protest of 
the defeated litigant — in this 
instance the wail of a judge who 
has been reversed.” Is it not 
ironical that an appeal for judi- 
cial self-limitation should be 
made to the tribunal which cre- 
ated that doctrine by subordin- 
ate judges in disregard of an 
ancient tradition of  self-re- 
straint? This question is partic- 
ularly pertinent in view of the 
reflection on the highest court 
contained in these words of the 
Committee Report. “It has long 
been an American boast that we 
have a government of laws and 
not of men. We believe that any 
study of recent decisions of the 
Supreme Court will raise at least 
considerable doubt as to the 
validity of the boast”. 

Such charges have been re- 
peatedly made over the years, 
but never before under sponsor- 
ship so distinguished, mislead- 
ing and misguided. If similar 
charges should in the future be 
made against their courts by 
conferences of lower court judges 
in their respective states, the 36 
Chief Justices may then have a 
better perspective as to the im- 
propriety of the Resolution they 
supported. 

David Stoffer 


Announcement 


Thomas J. Brogan and Henry 
F. Wolff, Jr. have formed a part- 
nership under the firm name 
Brogan & Wolff with offices at 
15 Exchange Place, Jersey City 2. 
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U.S. To Observe 
"Law Day’ Again 
Next Year 


CHICAGO (ACCN) —A second 
nationwide observance of “Law 
Day U. S. A.” will be held on 
May 1, 1959, under the auspices 
of the American Bar Assn., with 
state and local bar organizations 
and numerous laymen’s groups 


cooperating. This was decided 
unanimously by the house of 
delegates of the ABA at ‘the 


recent meeting in Los Angeles. 

In taking this step at the rec- 
ommendation of the ABA board 
of governors, the house of dele- 
gates voted also to request Pre- 
sident Eisenhower to issue a pre- 
sidential proclamation calling 
public attention to the observ- 
ance. Ross L. Malone, of Ros- 
well, N. M., newly inducted pre- 
sident of ABA, said he will short- 
ly submit this request to Presi- 
dent Eisenhower. 

When Law Day U. S. A. was 
inaugurated on May 1 this year, 
it was conservatively estimated 
that over 20,000 separate local 
programs were held in court- 
houses, city halls, schools, col- 


places. Most of the state bar as- 
sociations and hundreds of local 
associations took the lead in or- 
|ganizing the local observances. 

As was the case this year, the 
1959 Law Day U. S. A. celebra- 
tion will emphasize the essential 
place which laws and courts oc- 
cupy in American life, and the 
reliance of the people upon our 
legal system for preserving 4a 
free society. 

President Eisenhower, in 32 
message to the ABA’s 8lst an 
nual meeting in Los Angeles 
hailed the success of the 
“Law Day U.S. A.” celebration in 
i these words: 

“Law Day U.S. A. stressed the 
rule of law in our land, and its 
impact on the nation. Fir: 
helped to re-emphasize in t 
public mind that reveren 
the law is so vital to a free} 
ple. Second, it fostered respect 
for our system of govern 
under law. Finally, L 
served to remind our cit 
the crucial role of law in 
affairs and the hope 
for peaceful settlement 
pute among nations.” 

The ABA plans to publish anc 
distribute to bar associations 
throughout the nation a 
book containing infor: 
about typical Law Day U. 


yh 


programs, as a guide to 
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Both booklets are s 
for distribution early in Jar 
Many bar associations are ! 
making early plans for | 
participation in the nat 
“day.” 

Another related developme=: 
is expected to heighten inteé 
in the 1959 observance 
ABA annual meeting p! 
approved for a series of r 
meetings this fall and 
in selected cities througnour ~~ 
U. S., at which leaders 0: tne ® 
and bench will consider 
cal problems involved -° 
menting world peace 
law. 

These conferences 
preliminary to a propos 
conference on law to which ". 
free nations of the world 0%" 
be invited to send top ‘eve **" 
yers. 

ae 
Sussex County Schedule 

The call of cases 0n ag 
list of the Sussex County 
ior Court and County Court 
be made tomorrow, Septem 
19th, at 10:00 A.M. ee: 

Trials of Superior an¢ oe 
Court cases and of District ©. g 
Jury cases will begin on Mones: 
October 6th. Gerald | 

Superior Court Judge 7°"... 
T. Foley is Assignment Judes al 
the county and Judge VO “] 
Concilio is County Judge. 
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The Modern Clerkship 


(Continued from page 1) 


dition of admission to the bar. | 
Four of these five are part of 





graduates have a basic “lawyer- 
competence”, but, “if you want 
us to do the job, we need more 
time in which to do it” (authors 
of articles entitled, “the Four 
Year Law Curriculum’*— and 
reasonable facsimiles—are in the 
latter category.) 

Variations of the “Yes, we can 
do it, but give us more time” 
group are the proposers of “law- 
yer-clinics” and “summer-prac- 
tical-courses.” 

The office clerkship, or to use 
a more palatable term (which by 
the analogy with medical school 
training, considered by so many 
lawyers as the ideal type of 
education,’ induces less “reac- 
tionary” emotional responses), 
the “lawyer internship” has not 
been positively advocated by any 
recent writer as a solution to the 
problem of skills training.’ 

This is perhaps to be expected 
because of the generally de- 
clining importance of clerkship 
e older sense of an alterna- 
to law school training it- 


pending on the reader’s predis- 
positions, either that special | 
consideration should be given to| 
their requirements, or that, as| 
the more “traditional’’ states, | 
their practices should be dis-| 
dained as expected anacronisms. | 
In any event, these five states 
are Delaware, New Jersey, Penn- | 
sylvania, Rhode Island, and/| 
Vermont. 
In all, except New Jersey, this | 
clerkship is restricted to six 
months. Only New Jersey requires 
the longer period of nine 
months, and an additional per- |} 
iod of clerkship of four months 
upon each unsuccessful attempt 
at the Bar Examination. 
Likewise, of the five, New Jer-| 
sey has the most detailed state- 
wide specifications for the obli- | 
gations, and privileges of the 
clerkship status." The avowed 
(or tacit) purpose of all of these 
“special” clerkships is to provide 
the necessary skills. training 
based on actual experience, 
which Cantrall and even many 
of those who disagree with him 
on method acknowledge are 
necessary before the tyro law- 
yer can effectively handle the 
legal problems of a real client, 
and which most of the authors 
who have reacted to his criti- 
cisms regard as impossible of 
performance within the frame- 
work of the present, average- 





in th 


+ 


Ithough the overwhelming 
ajority of states permit 
an office “clerkship” in 
f law school 1ining of 
kind,” statistics indicate that 
h the exception of one 

the majority of the mem- 
s of the bar in every state in 
union are graduat 


still 


ai 






tre 
Lic 





uates of law 
s.” In fact, 74.7 per cent of 
awyers of the country hold 














degrees.” Clerkship as a). : 

titute for law school is al- !aw-School curriculum. 
ea so unimportant that few Such special clerkships are, 
i are even aware of the like surgery, rarely popular with 


those who must undergo them. 


ge. It is bound to disap- ** ‘ , ; ; 
Although the clerkship require- 


completely soon. 


Although the majority of ments in Delaware, Rhode Is-| member t public has the} 
‘ates still allow such a clerk- /and, and Vermont, seem to be/ right to expect from the holder | 
nip, only five in the United equally devoid of vociferous crit-| of the attorney’s license. 
States require a special clerkship ics and defenders, the system) This manifestation of greater | 
in addition to the law school] has recently come under attack) concern, together with the more | 
education or the old style clerk- in both Pennsylvania” and New elaborate uture of clerkship | 
nip equivalent of it as a con- Jersey.” (timewise, and, as will be shown} 
——$___— In Pennsylvania it has had 4) pelow, in degree of specification | 
2. vocal defender in Judge Lef- of required activities), would| 
z.. Frank, ever,” while in New Jersey its| justify regard New Jersey’s| 
9 I 252, 2 defense has come only in the clerkship tem as (for good or| 


negative, and hence “rear guard” 


Be Ss CRN ill) the ¢ idigm of all such 
ange We form of a rejection by the State) special clerkships in this coun- |]} 

» Mp ‘ Bar Committee of its complete | try, and for that reason the de- 

4 (1954 abolition.” votion of ary attention to 

aera it. The nal fact that it 

that 3 g is the only of the five with 

1s s - Cler] P yi which the or has intimate 

a 2 J ( p35. | acquaintan being a product 

le r court's Of its cursus) reinforces the de- 

rgia, I . me & cision to concentrate on it, in 

“sess 7 rotern. the confidence, however, that 

Parolina, \N Q. 139/any conclusions reached will 

tna nel niseus- have relevance to the overall 

tes 2) desirability clerkship as a 

a : means of ding necessary 

- 8 - 7 skills training 


Clerkship in New Jersey is of 
pre-revolution origin.” Since, 
of course, were no law 
schools at tk ime,” this clerk- 
ship requirement was of the 
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older type; i 


Specialists cation. Although, following the 
ransfer of the licensing pow 
LAW PRINTERS APPENDICES AND rage Supreme Court aie a 
BRIEFS ON APPEAL new Constit (of 1947) clerk- 
ship as an alternative to law 
T 7 sc was olished, clerkship, 
ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. sae sens ching SERENE 
New Jersey Division of ship, in addition to successful 
completior 1 courses required 


for the bachelor 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N.J. ae pe 
American ar Association, Jas 
; ; TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 Sne as requirement for 
JAMES E. FLETCHER, Manager admission to the Bar. 
Kg ee ee — 
ene Se eS sant eeeaeatinain — g as a - Tre “A ts se 
Lye ; ; “f as ie 
For the discriminating lawyer ...In totidem verbis pera 
I bar, will 
JEAN WEISMAN and ADELAIDE PYKON i 
ieu of law | 
Certified Shorthand Reporters age iy mg Bo 
] I xcell. Report, 
Mitchell 3-8031 to sues ayivania's systems | 
Pesings: ms we 70 N.J. Law 537 
Range 3.7036 786 BROAD STREET ggg ng da. deamon 
k, 


However, New Jersey does take 
the subject of clerkship and le- 
gal training in general, very 
| seriously. In January of 1955 a 


the original thirteen colonies, | SPecial Committee on Training 
Such a fact may indicate, de- | for the Practice of Law was ap- 


|pointed by the Supreme Court 
|Of the State, in the words of 
Chief Justice Vanderbilt,” 

to study what could be done 
to improve the preparation of 
candidates for admission to 
the bar and for practice there- 
after. 
The Chief Justice continued, 
Specifically, we have in mind 
the teaching of the skills that 
a lawyer needs in his daily 
work and the sort of things 
that a law clerk learns from 
his preceptor under satisfac- 
tory conditions which I am 
told do not exist as frequently 
as I had believed they do. We 
must survey the situation as 
it presently confronts us and 
examine what is being done 
or proposed in other states to 
meet similar conditions. 

The committee consisted of 
the (three) Deans of New Jer- 
sey’s law schools and five out- 
standing members of the Bar. 
Its efforts eventuated in an ex- 
tensive report published on 
March 13, 1957 which comprises 
80 pages, together with appen- 
dices of about an equal number 


more. The recommendations 
made in report are sched- 
uled to be acted upon by the 
Supreme Court this fall. The au- 
thor is aware of no similar 


in any of the other 
states. Of the 


study made 
special clerkship 





five states, New Jersey thus 
seems to be the one most seri- 
ously concerned with assuring 
that entering members of its 


Bar will at least have that min- 
imal skills training which every 


7 





Clerkship In New Jersey Today 


f other edu- 


f laws degree, 


ed i 





| 
| 


An applicant for admission to | To insure familiarity with 
the New Jersey Bar today is re-| functioning of the Courts and 
quired prior to taking the Bar| agencies of the State, the fol- 
examination,* “to serve a legal| lowing requirements as to the 
clerkship in this State of at| specific content of the clerkship 
least 9 months in the office of | is added:” 
ta—counsellor-at-law engaged in|; “During the candidate’s clerk- 
the general practice of law,” who | ship he shall be required by his 
shall act as the candidate’s pre-| preceptor to attend the follow- 
| ceptor’”’.* So strict is the require-| ing courts and agencies for the 
ment that the preceptor be “en-| following designated time: Su- 
gaged in the general practice of | preme Court, arguments (1 day) 
law”, that even clerking for a| Superior Court, Appellate Di- 
judge (although usually allowed) | Vision, arguments (1 day); Su- 
requires special permission.~ | perior Court, Law Division, con- 
This is clearly an attempt to| tested motions, pretrials, and 
assure that the clerk will secure| jury trials (1 day each); Super- 
the practical skills — training|ior Court, Chancery Division, 
prerequisite to his honestly | non-matrimonial, contested mo- 
holding himself out as qualified | tions, pretrials and final hearings 
for “The practice of law.” | (1 day each); Superior Court, 

Further, to guarantee that this| Chancery Division, matrimonial, 
exposure to the general practice | Contested motions and _ final 
will actually take place, the| hearings (1 day each); County 
clerk is required during this 9/Court, Law Division, criminal 
month period to be in regular/| trials (1 day); District Courts 


‘ 








daily attendance in the profes-| 2nd Municipal Courts (1 day 
|sional business of the Counsel-|each); Workmen’s Compensa- 
lor’s office for at least 6 hours| tion Division, trials (1 day); 
a.m. and 6 p. m. (Saturdays ex-| day); Federal Referee in 
cepted)”” His preceptor is re-| Bankruptcy (1 day). The can- 
| quired to certify to this and also| didate shall also attend the ses- 
| that the clerk “has not at any- | Sions of the Legislature for one 
| time during said clerkship been| 44y. Each preceptor shall be 
[engaged in, or pursued, any responsible for seeing to it that 
| business, occupation or employ- his clerk as such candidate is 
|ment incompatible with the full, acquainted with the usual du- 
|fair and bona fide service of| ties of the sheriff, surrogate and 
|such clerkship.”” county clerk, and of the register 
| As yet another check, the 2 counties having such office, 
lclerk is required “to maintain and for familiarizing such can~- 
| currently a full daily diary set- didate with the procedures and 
|ting forth, in detail, a complete practices in the office of said 
|log of his activities as law clerk county officers.” eres 
| on each business day of his Supervision over clerkships is 
clerkship”. confided to Committees on 
; Character and Fitness”, appoint- 

Also, since benefit to the clerk | eg by the Supreme Court for 
will be directly proportional to! each county, which have the 
the amount of time the precep-| duty” to investigate the clerk- 
tor spends upon him, an attempt ship and the character and fit- 
is made to maximize the possi- ness of all candidates for admis- 
bilities by forbidding a preceptor sjon.’ Both the clerk and his 
to have more than one clerk at preceptor are “subject to exam- 








a time.” ination” by them as to the legal 
a a oni business carried on by the var- 
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(Continued from page 5) 


ious courts and agencies during 





the express obligation of re- 
quiring the clerk “to produce 


its members on at least 3 
during the _ clerk- 


of 
occassions 
ship” 
The Committee must deter- 
mine at the commencement of 


the Rule,“ and must again, at 
its termination, “investigate and 
determine whether the require- 
merts, respecting the duties and 
performances of the clerkship 
have been complied with... * 
They may also at any time dur- 


the applicant further informa- 
tion and sources from which the 
committee may obtain informa- 
tion as to the applicant’s clerk- 
ship..." 

A coordinating mechanism is 
provided through the “State 
Committee on the Preceptor- 
clerk Relationship” which is 
to” ... Carry on a continuing 
study of the _ preceptor-clerk 
relationship and the procedures 
of the several county commit- 
tees on character and fitness 
with respect thereto and shall 
make recommendations to the 
court as the committee deems 
necessary to improve the pre- 
ceptor-clerk relationship and as- 
sure uniformity of precedure 
among the several county com- 
mittees on character and fitness 
with respect thereto.” 

It will be recalled that if a 
candidate is unsuccessful on the 
Bar examination he must clerk 
an additional 4 months (roughly 


tions) before each re-examina- 
tion. This includes a revisit to 
the Courts and agencies, except 
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The Modern Clerkship 





the clerk’s attendance there-at, | 
and the committees also have! 


his diary for inspection by one) 


the clerkship whether it satisfies | 


ing its continuance “require of | 


the period between examina-| 
/much to expect them really to} 


|/ommendation 


tion discussed 


lieves that a twelve-week inten- | 
Sive course on the pattern of the 


|on the first and third re-exam-| “Wisconsin Plan”” tacked on | 


|inations* (a maximum of four 
re-examinations is permitted) .” 

It will have been noted that 
only a “Counsellor-at-law” may 


the regular law school curricu- 
lum will be sufficient, without | 
an office clerkship. The other“; 
feels that an _ eleven-month| 
become a preceptor. Until this|School year (during which the| 
June (1958) when the distinc- | necessary skills courses could be | 
ition between attorneys and added) is the answer. They both, 
counsellors was abolished (by | therefore, dispute one of the un- 
making all attorneys also coun-|derlying hypotheses of such) 
sellors), this meant that the| legal internship, namely, that 
preceptor had not only taken|the law schools should not be) 
an additional examination to| counted on to give the necessary 


establish his superior qualifica- | Skills training, which the public 
nonetheless has the right to ex- 


tions for the practice of law, but, | 
'for the most part, had had at| pect each license-holder to pos- 
least three years experience,” in | S€SS. 

practice. Those who were not| As a concession to those who 
already counsellors when the|represent this “law-schools-can- 
distinction was abolished are|do - it-only-give-us-more-time” 
now expressly required to have/school of thought we may ack- 
three years experience in prac- |nowledge that perhaps all schools 


tice before taking a clerk. }coula become Judge Frank’s 
lawyer - schools.” ‘Jndoubtedly 


Manifestly, the purpose be- 
hind both the original require- | however, they will not, and this 
ment and the new one is to in-|is not pure reactionism. 
sure that the clerk will have; Many law teachers continue to 
someone as his preceptor who| esteem the value of law as sys- 
will because of his own exper-|tem and there is certainly not 
ience, have something to offer only a pedagogical justification 
in the way of instruction. for so teaching it (understanding 

This, then is the system. The! the reasons for a rule—the way 
reason behind the requirement | it fits into a comprehensive sys- 
in general, as a means to insure| tem of justice—certainly makes 
at least that minimal practical|it easier to remember the rule, 
competence which the client has|and, in practice, to predict the 
the right to expect, is clear, as|}outcome of borderline cases), 
should also be the purposes of | but, also a survival-demand for 
the individual rule prescriptions| the very institution of law as we 
in furtherance of that basic ob-| Know it: if lawyers are unable to 
jective. |defend what must often seem to 

Implicit, however, in the re-|laymen the arbitrary and tech- 
quirement of such office experi-| nical rules of our legal system 
ence is the assumption (in agree-|on the basis of the rationales of 
ment with Cantrall’s thesis) that these rules, the system itself is 
law schools are not providing] in danger of perishing, or of such 
their students with sufficient|drastic retrogression that the 
skills to meet these minimal] human rights which (I believe) 
public requirements, and, the | we have so long successfully pro- 


further assumption that it is too| tected will be lost. 
Other law professors, concen- 


do so.” trating on the “compleat man” 

The dissenters from the Su-|development of even law stu- 
preme Court Committee’s rec-| dents, insist upon emphasizing 
(the respective | the cultural aspects of law, and 
Deans of the two divisions of|its interaction with the other 
the State Law School)“ belong} social sciences. In this, at least 
to the “give-us-more-time” fac-|for the lawyer with the “Su- 
above. One‘! be-|preme-Court cases’, they are 
| vindicated even in purely mone- 
| tary terms. 


















to Sept. 1954 3 years prac-| The pubilc service aspects of 
the examination to become| law, also, certainly demand more 
as amended June 27,] Of the philosophical and histori- 

See: 81 NJI.L.J j cal understanding than a course 
is|in “how to probate a will’, or a 
call|eorporations course which con- 
~ |centrates on “how to file a cer- 
| tification”, can give. 
law schools, 


Dean Kepner, Report, p. 67 


— -| Thus, 


with real 









| justification, are unlikely, unless 
forced to do so by uniform laws 


enacted by all the states, to 





Ti); Ri rh Torgy / |}abandon present teaching tech- 
lé Ip C to be 4) rong. | niques for concentration on the 


{solely practical aspects of legal 
education. | 








“Every man has a right to his own opinion, but no 
man has the right to be wrong in his facts.” 


| 

| They are also unlikely to in-|} 
|crease the number of years (or 

leven the length of terms) unless 

|} similarly constrained to do so 
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World Lawyers Draft Pact On Rivers 


400 From 26 Lands Attend 
Meeting 


NEW YORK (ACCN)—Reports 
on laws governing uses of waters 
of international rivers, the pos- 
sibility of international space 


|laws, and suggestions for a U. N. 


“peace force” were among pro- 
posals considered at the recent 
seven-day meeting of the In- 
ternational Law Assn. here. 

Four hundred attended the 
meeting representing 26 coun- 
tries. Sessions were held at the 
New York University Law center. 

The association unanimously 
adopted a report on the law 
governing the uses of the waters 
of international rivers. Resulting 
from two years of work, the 
report was presented by Prof. 
Arnold W. Knauth of New York 
University law school, a member 
of the committee that drafted it. 

It set out accepted principles 
of international law affecting 
river development and formulat- 
ed for future guidance the di- 
rection in which the evolution 
of law regarding international 
rivers should go. 

The report is expected to have 
an influence on several disputes 
over the waters of international 
rivers, including the Nile in the 
Middle East, the Columbia in 
North America and particularly 
the Indus that flows through 
India and Pakistan. 

The agreed recommendations 
begin with a statement that 
“co-riparian states should re- 
frain from unilateral acts or 
omissions that affect adversely 
the legal rights of a co-riparian 
state in the drainage basin” so 


'long as the latter state is willing 


to resolve differences within a 
reasonable time by consultation. 

If consultation fails the par- 
ties should seek a_ solution 
through the United Nations, the 
report held. The work of the 
U.N. and its specialized agencies 
in the field of drainage basins 
was welcomed. The report ex- 
pressed the hope that it would 
be extended to include the dis- 
semination of legal information. 

In another field the associa- 
tion decided against an imme- 
diate call for a standing U. N. 
peace force. It dropped a para- 
graph in a resolution recom- 
mending this to the U. N. gener- 
al assembly “as a matter of ur- 
gency.” 

The resolution as adopted left 
it to the association’s committee 
on the U.N. to examine the prob- 
lems in establishing a “perma- 


nent U. N. peace force and ob- 
server corps.” 


The committee will report its 


findings at the next conference. 


A report on outer space read 


before the convention said that 
this subject lies within the pro- 
vince of the U. N. 


The report observed that, “As 


the problem of outer space is a 


ee YACTS are contrary ’z mules”, declared James 
Russell Lowell. “When you can’t budge ‘em, 
humor ’em.” 


In our business we always examine the facts 
before expressing an opinion as to the insurability 
of a titie. Often what looks like a stalemate is based 
on an erroneous statement of facts. 


Today the first move of more and more real 
estate attorneys istocall in TG&T and GET THE FACTS, 
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| ditional time a prerequisite tO/ matter profoundly affecting the 
| admission to the bar. There are / relations between states, since 
enough law schools in the CoUN-/hyman activity there has now 
try to provide competition f0r|pecome a fact, it should be 
| students. Even the most heavily brought within the scope of the 
| subsidized schools cannot afford, | yniteg Nations activity.” 
|unilaterally, to increase their It was added that the Inter- 
| students’ required attendance national Civil Aviation organi- 
|time, if it may mean the 10SS/7ation might well be invited to 
;of their entire enrollment. | participate. 

| Even making the improbable|" 4 report on draft rules con- 
|assumption that the law schools | 
|} were somehow given the time} 
| required, and all their faculties 
agreed that curricular preemin- 
| ence would be accorded to skills 
|training, could such training 
| really effectively provide the 
| minimal skills competence which 
|legal education’s critics insist 
; every licensee should possess. 

| It is this author’s opinion that 
}it could not. This is not to say 
| that law schools could not do 
/more than most have done to 














date. Even in the large metro- 
|; politan law schools with their 
}enormous classes it is at least 
possible (as I have arranged to 
do with my classes at Fordham 
| this Fall during non-class time) 
to take the students to see an 
actual court in operation. Special 
{courses like the Wisconsin sum- 
;mer plan are also of immense 
help in supplementing practical 
knowledge. There is, however, no 
| substitute for a real client with 
|a genuine problem which must 
have a real solution. Ideally, 
|clerkship provides this invalu- 
t j}able, if attenuated, actual prac- 
of *‘lawyer-schools”’ | tice. 

mstitutes a Legal | 

L. Sch. R. 894 (1933); 
n Trial, ch. XVI. 






Go 





(To be concluded) 


cerning conflicts of law relating 
to companies was adopted by the 
association after amendments. 
Views are divided as to whether 
the law of the country where a 
firm is incorporated or the law 
of the place where central man- 
agement operates should hold. 

In other action the interna- 
tional law body voted Oscar R. 
Houston, a New York lawyer, as 
president. Houston is the senior 
partner in the admiralty law 
firm of Bigham, Englar, Jones & 
Houston. He succeeds Dr. Milan 
Bartos of Yugoslavia. Currently 
he is also president of the Amer- 
ican branch of the association. 

U. S. Atty.Gen. William P. 
Rogers told the internationa] 
lawyers’ meeting that the World 
court at the Hague should have 
broader jurisdiction. 

He recommended re-examina- 
tion of the rule which permits 
individual countries to decide 
what matters can be taken to 
the International Court id 
what disputes are strictly within 
national jurisdiction. 

The attorney general said that 
domestic jurisdiction “might be 
limited in some more reasor 
way.” He added that beca 
of the restriction, “the area of 
international adjudication has 
been tragically limited.” 

Rogers pointed out that jus: 
as domestic courts could not 
function effectively if parties 
chose not to appear, ‘“‘so too the 
administration of justice by in- 
ternational courts is impaired 
and may be nullified if the na- 
tions can refuse to submit their 
differences to it.” 

“The International Court needs 
more support if it is to succeed 
in the accomplishment : 
purposes,” Rogers explained 















Legal Secretarial Course 
To Be Given 


The Passaic Adult Educ 
School, Passaic, N. J. is 
giving the Legal Secr 
Course which will start Sep 
ber 30th, 1958. Registrati 
the course should be m 
the school, on September 
1958. The course will con 
sixteen sessions on the opé 
of a law office. It will tea 
how to prepare various 
documents and legal ple 
and will include office groo 
decorum, diary, keeping 
calendars, adjournments, 
writing, dictation and tran 
tion. The instructor will be Mrs 
Anne Madison who has been 4 
legal secretary for twent 
and is now working for a < 
at Rutgers University. She 
been president of the Pas 
Bergen Chapter of the Nations 
Association of Legal Se es 
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for three years and has st TAX 
several chapters in New Jer 7 
Guest speakers will be invit wore 
to participate in the course in- ation| 
cluding prominent attorneys 

and judges and tours to ‘* 





fener 
courts will be conducted. Alé 
+ in 


the course, placement in a 1a 
office is made if desirec. 
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M. R. LANES 
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MArket 3-1119 




























LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


24 Hour Telephone Answerint 
Service 


SEYMOUR RING 
107 Schuyler Avenue 
Newark 12, N.J 
Waverly 6-5324 































Seeking Information? Confidential Inestions® 


Call Eliz. 2-2151 or Etiz. 2-339)... 
ems cad tented Establish oy" 
“DOMESTIC CASES OUR SPECI ne 
CIVIL CRIMINAL - PAL 
HANUS NATIONAY 
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cal, analyzing in 











n of experts in particular fields. 
with the lecturers. 
of all courses is 7:15 p.m 





is the 18th year of the Institute’s 
ts function is to enable lawyers 
ents in the law, to become expert in selected branc 

The aim of the courses is essen 
each subject the problems confrontin 
is on experience and strategy, knowledge 
Enrolled lawyers are invited 


to 9:15 p.m. 
irt House where parking is convenient in the evenings. We hope you will 
r more of the following courses of interest and invite yo 


18th YEAR OF PRACTICAL COURSES FOR LAWYERS 
by the 
NEW JERSEY INSTITUTE FOR PRACTICING LAWYERS ‘ 


ARTHUR L, ABrRAms, Director .. 
Arnold J. Hoffman, Walter L. Leib, Assistant Directors 


e TO KEEP ABREAST OF DEVELOPMENTS IN THE LAW 
e TO INCREASE YOUR PROFESSIONAL ABILITY 
You are invited to take one or more of the following courses: 


ESTATE PLANNING 


8 Lectures - Thursdays 


SPEECH SITUATIONS FOR LAWYERS 


& Lectures - Wednesdays 


CORPORATION 


10 Lectures - Tuesdays 


Essex County Court House - High Street Entrance, Newark, N. J. 
7:15 p.m. to 9:15 p.m. Tuesdays- Wednesdays- Thursdays 
— PLENTY OF FREE PARKING — 


Thousands of New Jersey lawyers 
to keep abreast 
he law and to 
tially practical and 
g the practicing 
ch is the special 
to discuss their 


courses. 








The courses are held at the Essex 


participation. 








THE CLOSED CORPORATION 
Tuesday Evening, 7:15 to 9:15 p.m. 
Essex County Court House 
High Street, Newark, New Jersey 


OCTOBER 7, 1958 
Fee $30.00 


COMMENCING 
10 Lectures 












= course is designed a yze legal highlights in the 
life he smaller, closely held rporation Significant cor- 
P and tax factors will | Alternate courses of 
a 1 sample transactior iered. In addition to 


question-answer periods will 


4 
of typical problems 





and panel dis 
provide opportunity for 





LECTURES 
October 7, 1958 


CLOSE CORPORATION 


Alan V. Lowenstein 


ORGANIZING THE 


member of the New Jersey 


Mr. Lowenstein of Newark is 
unr nd a specialist in corpor- 


Corporate Law Revision C 
t banking practice 
pre-incorporation 
nizing, including 
, financing, capital 
by-laws, and special 
e first meetings 












primary considerations 
of incorporation, corporate 
id voting rights; preparing 
visions; the procedural steps, 














R. Palmer Baker, Jr. October 14, 1958 


TAX CONSIDERATIONS IN CORPORATE FORMATION 
Baker is a member of Lor 
Committee on Taxation 
f New York 

ax factors in choice of the 


rd, Day & Lord of New York; 
Association of the Bar of the 











al 


corporate form and methods of 








i ation; requirements for tax-free incorporation; com- 
2 to promoters, and gifts to incorporators; transfers of 
ap ted property, and ed property; capitalization 
an rred stock; thin ion and bonds; sales, loans 





with organization 


October 21, 1958 


transactions conne 
John Barker 
OPERATING THE CLOSE CORPORATION 








Mr. Barker is a member of Pitn Hardin & Ward of Newark.) 











blems of corporate tration and the role of the 
corporate ritual > action, and minutes; em- 
t contracts with shar 2r officers; powers, duties, 


status of officers 





personal liability and fiduciary 


ctors. 





Norman E. Schlesinger October 28, 1958 


TAX FACTORS IN CORPORATE OPERATIONS 
Mr. Schlesinger is a member of Foosaner, Saiber & Schlesinger 











‘ Newark; Chairman, Tax Committee, Essex County Bar As- 
tion and inventory methods; 
unfavorable consequ s of surplus accumulation, 
1 holding company status, and collapsible corporation 
the use of multiple corporations, and allocations between 
“ated business enterprises; the net operating loss deduction. 


ludwig T. Smith November 18, 1958 
CORPORATE DIVIDENDS AND LIQUIDATIONS 











Ve ic 
~~ Smith is associated with Alan V. Lowenstein of Newark; 
Associate Professor of Law, New York University.) 

€ requirements and restrictions of corporate law in 
to cash, property and stock dividends, and the treatment 
us; stockholder status with respect to cumulative divi- 
capi- 
steps 










November 25, 1958 


TAX CONSEQUENCES OF DISTRIBUTIONS 


Beck is a member of Gutkin & Beck of Newark; Chairman, 
€e on Federal Taxation, New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
omer Attorney, Tax Division, Department of Justice). 
x treatment of corporate distributions; determination of 
and dividends; property distributions; stock dividends, 
iZation, and bail-outs; indirect and constructive divi- 


& 














Tax consequences of liquidation, reincorporation after 
; “on, partial liquidation and corporate contraction. 
ari 
*s L. Israels December 2, 1958 


‘ 
_ORPORATE CONTROL AND MINORITY RIGHTS 


tone is a member of Berlack, Israels & Liberman of 
*, Co-author of Practicing Law Institute monograph on 
tee Tactice”; and a specialist in corporate and finan- 





















te, won” by-law, and contractual provisions imposing restric- 
on Control and voting; types of voting rights; methods of 
Possat high voting, and high quorum requirements; 
“2 restricting directors and officers; freezing and pro- 
€ minority; dissension and deadlock. 











Arnold J. Hoffman 


TAX PITFALLS IN THE BUY-OUT AGREEMENT 


Mr. Hoffman is Associat 

Law; former Attorney-Ady 

States; former Chairman, Com 

Association of New York, New 
Primary emphasis w 

of the closely held far 

of stock redemption 


ssor of Law, Rutgers School of 
The Tax Court of the United 
mittee on Taxation, Federal Bar 
Jersey and Connecticut.) 
ced upon the unique situation 
on in light of the tax pitfalls 
1ew attribution rules of con- 















structive stock ownersh Methods of business, trust and 
estate planning to redu tl tax impact will be analyzed. 
Some attention will be given to other aspects, such as valuation, 
price, terms of payment, financing through insurance and 
typical provisions. 


Arthur L. Abrams 


Robert P. Hazlehurst, Jr. January 6, 1959 


CORPORATE SALES AND MERGERS 








Mr. Abrams is a member of Weisman, Freedman and Abrams 
of Newark, and Director of the stitute Mr. Hazlehurst is a 
member of Pitney, Hardin & Ward of Newark, specializing in 


corporate practice.) 

The economic aspects 
lems, including valuation 
and arrangements among 


transaction; the sellers prob- 
Z with brokers and accountants, 
h ling group; the buyers’ prob- 
lems, including analyzing the business, and arranging financing; 
negotiating terms; the gal aspects of the transaction, includ- 
ing problems of title, assignments, representations and warran- 
ties, security and escrow arrangements, preparing legal instru- 
ments and checking do closing and post-closing pro- 
cedures and adjustments 











Richard G. Moser 
Arthur L. Nims, III January 13, 1959 


TAX ASPECTS OF SALES AND MERGERS 
Mr. Moser of the New York 
of Patterson, Belknap 
“Handbook of Tax Tech 
McCarter, English & Stu 
ney, Office of Chief Cou 

Tax effects of varying 


nd New Jersey Bars, is a member 
Webb of New York; co-author of 
Nims is associated with 






Mr 
Newark; former Special Attor- 
rnal Revenue Service.) 











ty pe f sales and acquisitions of 
stock and of assets, with and without accompanying corporate 
liquidation; installment sale the shoe-string purchase; 
use of charitable foundation Tax consequences of statutory 
and practical mergers and split-offs; loss corporations and carry- 
overs 





SPEECH SITUATIONS FOR LAWYERS 
Wednesday evenings, 7:15 to 9:15 p.m. 
Essex County Court House 
High Street, Newark, New Jersey 


COMMENCING OCTOBER 8, 1958 


8 Lectures Fee $40.00 


(Enrollment limited to 20 lawyers) 


Arthur Eisenstadt 


speech at New York University, 
to many adult and industrial 


Dr. 


(Dr. Eisenstadt has taught 
Cornell, Rutgers University and 
groups.) 

This course is designed specifically for the lawyer; to increase 
his skill and effectiveness in c non speech situations. It 
includes persuasive speeches, a essing small lay and profes- 
sional groups, conducting meetings of decision making bodies, 
effective agenda, use of visual aids and other illustrative mater- 
ial, how to read a speech, acting as chairman at public meetings, 
interview technique, and courtroom advocacy. 

Motion pictures and tape recordings will be made and 
analyzed of each enrollee opportunity for speaking will 
be given and analysis thereof the instructor and class will 
take place at each session 
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ESTATE PLANNING 
Thursday Evenings, 7:15 to 9:15 p.m. 
Essex County Court House 
High Street, Newark, New Jersey 


COMMENCING OCTOBER 9, 1958 
Fee $30.00 


methods of planning 


8 Lectures 


to analyze 


tru 
tru 


This course is designed 
estates and drafting the wills s and other documents con- 
stituting the estate plan. Legal, tax and administrative aspects 
and recent developments will be discussed. There will be ques- 
tion and answer periods and the enrollees are invited to pre- 
sent their problems to the lecturers 
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LECTURES 
3 lectures October 9, 1958 
October 16, 1958 
October 23, 1958 


THE PLAN AND THE WILL 


(Mr. Clapp is Vice President and former Director of the In- 
stitute; former Judge, Superior Court of New Jersey; former 
Dean, Rutgers School of Law; author of “Wills and Administra- 
tion”, New Jersey Practice Series. Mr. Durand, of the New York 
and New Jersey Bars, is a member of Davies, Hardy & Schenck 
of New York; Member, and Former Chairman, Real Property, 
Probate and Trust Law Section, American Bar Association and 
a specialist in his field.) 

Estate and family analysis, molding the plan, fees for 
estate planning, will draftsmanship, a model will, marital deduc- 
tion, powers of appointment, powers of administration, common 
disaster clauses, testamentary trusts, provisions for infants, 
selection of executors and trustees, apportionment of taxes. 


Alfred C. Clapp 
Harrison F. Durand 





David Beck October 30, 1958 


GIFTS 


(Mr. Beck is a member of Gutkin & Beck of Newark; Chairman 
Committee on Federal Taxation, New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
tion; former Attorney, Tax Division, Department of Justice.) 

Gift taxation; use of gifts, manner and method of making 
gifts, planning gifts over a period of years, co-ordinating gifts 
with estate plan, gifts between spouses, gifts to minors, gifts 
to charities. 





J. Seymour Montgomery November 6, 1958 


TRUSTS 


(Mr. Montgomery, of the New Jersey and New York Bars, is 
Vice-Chairman, Trust Law Division, Section of Real Property, 
Probate and Trust Law, New Jersey State Bar Association). 

Use of trusts in estate planning, types of trusts, inter-vivos 
and testamentary trusts, revocable and irrevocable trusts, short- 
term trusts, pour-over trusts, springing trusts, spendthrift trusts, 
accumulation trusts. 





Bertram Harnett November 13, 1958 


LIFE INSURANCE 


(Mr. Harnett is a member of Roosevelt & Freidin of New York; 
author of ‘Taxation of Life Insurance’, and Practicing Law 
Institute monograph on “Capital Gains and Losses’”’.) 

Planning for insurance; types of insurance, special arrange- 
ments, tax factors in connection with beneficiary provisions 
and optional modes of settlement, transfers of policies and in- 
cidents of ownership. 





Arnold J. Hoffman November 20, 1958 
DISPOSAL OF BUSINESS INTERESTS AT DEATH 


(Mr. Hoffman is Associate Professor of Law, Rutgers School of 
Law; former Attorney-Advisor, The Tax Court of the United 
States; former Chairman, Committee on Taxation, Federal Bar 
Association of New York, New Jersey and Connecticut.) 

A survey of estate planning aspects of the disposition at 
death of business interests in the sole proprietorship, partner- 
ship and corporate form, including consideration of types of 
testamentary disposit‘on and business purchase agreements, 
financial and tax effects of alternative methods of drafting and 
planning. 





SYMPOSIUM 
All Lecturers December 4, 1958 


Sample problems will be discussed and individual questions 
of the enrolees will be considered by the panel. 


NEW JERSEY INSTITUTE FOR 
PRACTICING LAWYERS 
(A Non-Profit Educational Institution) 


BOARD OF TRUSTEES 


William H. Speer, President 
Formerly Judge Hudson County Circuit Court 

Mahlon Pitney, Vice President, Pitney, Hardin & Ward 

Alfred C. Clapp, Vice-President 
Formerly Superior Court Judge, and formerly Director of 
the Institute 

William K. Flanagan, Treasurer 

Walter F. Waldau, Secretary, Stryker, Tams & Horner 

Arthur L. Abrams, Director, Weisman, Freedman & Abrams 

William Elmer Brown, Jr. 
Formerly Assistant Prosecutor of Atlantic County, formerly 
President of Atlantic County Bar Association 

Robert Carey 
Carey & Lane, former Common Pleas Judge, Hudson County 

israel B. Greene, Formerly Director of the Institute 

Harry Heher, Supreme Court Justice 

Richard J. Hughes, formerly Superior Court Judge 

Louis B. LeDuc 
Formerly President of Camden County Bar Association 

George F. Losche 
Formerly President of Bergen County Bar Association, Pros- 
ecutor of Bergen County and Judge of Fifth Judicial District 
Court of Bergen County 

Robert B. Meyner, Governor of New Jersey 

Martin B. O’Connor, O'Connor, Morss & Mancini 

Harold A. Price, Superior Court Judge 

Horace K. Roberson 
Formerly Prosecutor Hudson County and Common Pleas 
Judge, Hudson County 

Morris M. Schnitzer 
Kasen, Schnitzer & Kasen, Associate Professor of Law, 
Rutgers School of Law, formerly President Essex County Bar 
Association, formerly Director of the Institute 

Edwin Scgal 

John E. Toolan 
Toolan, Haney & Romond, formerly Prosecutor of Middlesex 
County and State Senator 

Thomas Glynn Walker 
Formerly Judge U.S. District Court, Judge of N. J. Court of 
Errors and Appeals, and Common Pleas Judge, Hudson 
County 








4 FEES AND ENROLLMENT 
The fee for the courses are as follows: 


The Closed Corporation .. $30.00 
Watete Pima 5. ks et tree 30.00 
40.00 


Speech Situation for Lawyers .... .... 
To enroll complete the attached card and return it to 
the Institute with your check. 


ENROLLMENT APPLICATION—FALL SEMESTER, 1958 

NEW JERSEY INSTITUTE FOR PRACTICING LAWYERS 

60 Park Place Newark, New Jersey 
Mitchell 2-0032 


Please enroll me in the course or courses checked below. 


Enclosed is my check for §.. for the full amount 
of tuition fees. 

(] The Closed Corporation $30.00 

(J Speech Situation for Lawyers $40.00 


[) Estate Planning $30.00 





Print Last Name First Name 





Address: Street City Postal Zone Telephone 





Office Address (if other than above) 
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— 


Review of Supreme Court's Work 


(Continued from page 3) 


deficiences.’ S.Rep. No. 52, 69th | 


Cong., 1st Sess. 30. ‘Without in 


any way changing the extent of lof 


such liability of the transferee 
under existing law, * * * (this 
section) enforces such liability 
* * * in the same manner 


liability for a tax deficiency is} 


enforced; that is, notice by the 
commissioner to the transferee 
and opportunity 


proceed before the Board of Tax 
Appeals, with review by the 
courts. Such a proceeding is in 
liev of the present equity pro- 


ceeding * * *.’ H.R. Rep. No. 356, | 
69th Cong., Ist Sess. 43-44. There- 


fore, since Sec. 311 is purely a 
procedural statute we must look 
to other sources for definition of 
the substantive liability. Since 


no federal statute defines such | 


liability, we are left with a choice 
between federal decisional law 


and state law for its definition.” | 
The creation of a federal de- | 
cisional law in this field, dis- 


placing state rules as determin- 
ative of liability, would be a 
sharp break with the past, the 


Court continued. The Congress 
was aware of the use of state 
law when Section 3111's prede- 


cessor was under consideration, 
for it disclaimed any intention 
“to define or change the existing 
liability.” S.Rep. No. 52, 69th 
Cong., Ist Sess. 30. 

Therefore, the Court concluded 
that: “Since Congress has not 
manifested a desire for uniform 
ity of liability, we think that the 


creation of a federal decisional 
law would be inappropriate in 
these cases. In diversity cases, 
the federal courts must now 
apply state decisional Jaw in 
defining  state-created — rights, 
obligations, and liabilities. Erie 


R. Co. v. Tompkins, 304 U. S. 64. 
They would, of course, do so in 
actions brought = by 
Since the fed 
formulate 


diversity 
private creditors 


eral courts no longer 





CLARENCE W. WINCHELL 
E neers Metallurgists 
Scientific Investigations to Determine 
CAUSALITY IN NEGLIGENCE MATTERS 

call Dlamond 2-1766 
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CLARENCE W. WINCHELL 

297 Euclid Ave. Hackensack, N. J. 
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as | 


either to pay | 
and sue for refund or else to} 


|a body of federal decisional law 
|for the larger field of creditor’s 
rights in diversity cases, any 
|such effort for the small field 
actions by the Government 
|as a creditor would be necessar- 
| ily episodic. That effort is plainly 
|not justified when there exists 
|a flexible body of pertinent state 
law continuously being adapted 
|to changing circumstances af- 
| fecting all creditors.” 

On the merits, the Court held 
that a Kentucky wife whose 
husband did not pay life insur- 
ance premiums in fraud of his 
| creditors is not liable as trans- 
feree for her deceased husband’s 
‘income tax deficiencies. 

Liens 

However, a second life insur- 
ance beneficiary did not fare so 
well. The Court held a New Jer 
sey wife-beneficiary liable to 
the extent of an insurance pol 
icy’s cash surrender value for 
her deceased husband's income 
tax deficiencies that had become 
liens prior to his death. 

The taxpayer argued that the 


rignt to receive the cash sur 
render value expired with the 
death of the insured and that 


thus no property of the insured 
passed to the beneficiary. To 
this the Court replied: 

“But the courts have long rec 
ognized that the surplus of the 
paid premiums accumulated to 
make up the cash surrender 
value should be treated for some 
purposes as though in fact a 
‘fund’ held by the insurer for 
the benefit of the insured. Judge 
Addison Brown stated in In re 
McKinney, 15 F. 535, 537: “Though 
this excess of premiums paid is 
legally the sole property of the 
company, still in’ practical ef 
fect, though not in law, it is the 
moneys of the assured deposited 
with the company in advance to 
make up the deficiency in later 
premiums . 4 as the 
policy remains in force the com 
pany has not practically any 
beneficial interest in it, except 
as its custodian, with the obli- 
gation to maintain it unim- 
paired and suitably invested for 
the benefit of the insured. This 
is the practical, though not the 
legal, relation of the company to 
this fund. This view was ap- 
proved in Hiscock v. Mertens, 205 
U. S. 202, 211, and Burlingham v. 
Crouse, 228 U. S. 459, 469. ° * ° 
Thus in economic reality the 
insurer pays the beneficiary the 
insured's ‘fund,’ plus another 
amount sufficient to perform 
the insurer's promise to pay the 
proceeds on the insured’s death 
* * * Therefore we hold that, for 


So long 


i 





26th COURSE OF 


INSTRUCTION 





Federal Income, Estate and Gift Taxes 
and Planning 


BY 


SYDNEY A. GUTKIN, B.S., LL.B. 
DAVID BECK, B.A., LL.B. 
JEROME R. MILLER, B.S., LL.B. 





course provides a 


This 


working 
more important provisions of the current Internal Revenue 
Code and the 1958 amendments thereto. 
upon the practical application of principles to problems 
involved in the every day transactions which confront 
those engaged in representing clients. 


familiarity with the 


The emphasis is 








TEN LECTURES - 7-9 P.M. THURSDAYS 
BEGINNING SEPTEMBER 25, 1958 


Round Table Dinner Discussions 6 - 7 P.M. Optional 
Dinner charge to be fixed 


GIVEN AT 
744 BROAD STREET CLUS, 13th Floor, National Newark and Essex Bank Blidg., 
744 Broad Street, Newark 2, New Jersey 


FEE - $45.00 


REGISTRATION OFFICE 


Room 1801, 744 Broad St. - MArket 2-3988 














purposes of Sec. 3670, there was 
‘a transfer of property from the 
insured to [wife] and that the 
lien attached to the property 
before his death follows the 
property into her hands. 

Dissenting in the first case, 
Mr. Justice Black, with whom 
the Chief Justice and Mr. Justice 
Whittaker agreed, stated: ‘In 
my view, liability for federal 
taxes should be determined by 
uniform principles of federal 
law, in the absence of the plain- 
est congressional mandate to 
the contrary. Where as here 
Congress has provided no stand- 
ards which define the liability 
of a transferee for the taxes of 
his transferor the federal courts 
themselves should fashion a un- 
iform body of controlling rules 
which fairly implement the col- 
lection of government revenues. 
Cf. Clearfield Trust Co. v. United 
States, 318 U. S. 363; United 
States v. Standard Rice Co. 323 
U. S. 106; United States v. 
Standard Oil Co., 332 U. S. 301; 


Priebe & Sons, Inc., v. United 
States, 332 U. S. 407; Textile 
Workers Union of America v. 
Lincoln Mills of Alabama, 353 


U.S. 448. It can hardly be denied 
that uniformity in the imposi- 
tion and collection of federal 
taxes has always been regarded 


as extremely desirable in this 
country.” 
Mr. Justice Harlan and Mr 


Justice Burton dissented, in part, 
in the second case. They believe 
that although the cash surrend- 
values of the life insurance 
were property of the 
to which the federal 
tax liens attached during his 
lifetime these values did not 
exist after the taxpayer's death. 


er 
policies 


taxpayer 


Therefore, the lien terminated 
at the time of death. (Comr. v 
Stern: U. S. v. Bess, 26 LW 4377 
and 4381) 


Refund Suits 
A conflict between the U. S. 
Courts of Appeals for the Eighth 


and Tenth Circuits was settled 
by a decision that payment of 
only a part of an income tax 
deticieney does not give the tax- 
payer the right to sue for a re- 
fund 

The legislative history of Sec- 
tion 1346(a)(1) of the Judicial 
Code convinced the Court that 
the statute did not alter in any 


way the “pay first and litigate 


later” principle of Cheatham v. 
U.S. 82-033. 85. 
“For many years,” the Court 


explained, “that principle has 
been reinforced by the rule that 
no suit can be maintained for 
the purpose restraining the 
assessment collection of any 
tax. More recently, Congress 
took care to except from the 
operation of the Federal Decla- 
Judgments Act any con- 
troversies ‘with respect to fed- 
eral taxes.’ To ameliorate the 
hardship produced by these re- 
quirements Congress created a 
special court [the U. S. Tax 
Court] where tax questions 
could be adjudicated in advance 
of any payment. But there is no 
indication of any intent to cre- 
ate the hybrid remedy for which 
petitioner contends. 

“It is suggested that a part- 
yayment remedy is necessary for 
the benefit of a taxpayer too 
poor to pay the full amount of 
the tax. Such an individual is 
free to litigate in the Tax Court 
without any advance payment. 
Where the time to petition that 
court has expired, or where for 
some other reason a suit in the 
district court seems more de- 
sirable, the requirement of full 
payment may in some instances 
work a hardship. But since any 
hardship would grow out of an 
opinion whose effect Congress in 
successive statutory revisions 
has made no attempt to alter, 
if any amelioration is required 
it is now a matter for Congress, 
not this Court.” 

Five cases from the Fifth Cir- 
cuit involving an identical ques- 
tion of law were determined by 
the Supreme Court’s decision 


of 


or 


ratory 


that the proceeds from the sales 
of overriding oil-payment rights 
and a temporary assignment of 
are 
income 
rather than capital gain. More- 
the Court held that an 
oil-payment 
right for a ranch property did 
not qualify under Section 112(b) 
(1) of the 1939 Internal Revenue 
Code as a tax-free exchange of 
business or investment property 


royalty interests 


as ordinary 


sulphur 
taxable 


over, 


exchange of an 


of “like kind.” (Comr. v. P. G. 
Lake, Inc., 26 LW 4249) 


A taxpayer’s overstatement of 
land sold did not, 
the Court also decided, consti- 


its basis in 


tute an ‘omission from gross in- 


come” that subjected it, since 
income was thereby reduced 
more than 25 percent, to the 


five-year, rather than the three- 
year, limitations period applic- 
able to deficiency 
(The Colony Co., Inc. Vv. 
26 LW 4387) 
Distinguishing 
cision 


its earlier de- 


an insured’s receipt of an 
nuity contract she was required 


to buy in order to obtain single- 
life insurance policies 


premium 
that were made payable to her 
children and were irrevocably 
assigned by her did not 
the proceeds of the policies in- 
cludable in her gross estate un- 
der Section 811(c) (1)(B) of the 
1939 Code 
phia Trust Co. v 
26 LW 4268) 

In a brief per curiam opinion, 
the Court held that an ‘assign- 
ment” made by 
to his performance-bond surety 
of all sums to become due 
performance of the subcontract, 
as security for any indebtedness 
or liability thereafter incurred 
by the subcontractor to the 
surety, did not constitute 


surety a “mortgagee’ of 


Smith, No. 130, 


of 


sums within the meaning 
Section 3672(a) of the 1939 In- 
ternal Revenue Code, since the 
assignment was inchoate and 
unperfected. (U. S. v. R. F. Ball 
Construction Co., Inc., 26 LW 
4169) 

The Court also reversed by 
order, the Colorado Supreme 


Court’s decision that a federal 
tax lien on Colorado real estate 
is not entitled to priority over 


mechanics’ liens recorded ahead 
of the tax lien even if the tax 
lien arose while the mechanics’ 


liens were still inchoate. (U. S. 
v. Vorreiter, 26 LW 3115) 
Federal Immunity 

On the state-tax side, claims 
of federal immunity were reject- 
ed by the Court in three cases 
involving Michigan taxes. The 
Court’s action in rejecting one 
claim of federal immunity led 
Mr. Justice Frankfurter to observe 
that the Court was disregarding 
“in practice” the doctrine of 
constitutional immunity from 
taxation of “the government, its 
property or officers.” 

Upheld by the Court in the 
first of these cases was a Michi- 
gan tax on the private users of 
tax-exempt property in busi- 
nesses conducted for profit, here 
the lessee of an industrial plant 
owned by the United States. The 
Court rejected the claim of im- 
munity even though the tax was 
measured by the value of the 
property. 


assessments. 
Comr., 


in Helvering v. LeGierse, 
312 U.S. 531, the Court held that 
an- 


make 


(Fidelity-Philadel- 


a subcontractor 


for 


the 
those 


Woman Named Counsel 
To Discipline Committee 


The New York County Lawyers’ 
Association, largest local bar asso 
ciation in the country, has retain- 
ed a woman lawyer as counse! of 
its important Committees on Dis- 
cipline, Unlawful Practice of the 
Law, and the Municipal Court 

She is Norah K. Donovan. 
daughter of Frank Donovan of 
Detroit, former Comptroller of 
General Motors Corporation. Born 
in Sydney, Nova Scotia, Miss Don- 
ovan took her law degree at New 
York University School of Law in 
1945 and was President of the New 
York Women’s Bar Association 
from 1953 to 1955. 

As counsel to the Association’s 
Committee on Discipline, Mis: 
Donovan is entrusted with 
important authority to bring 
about mutual understandings be- 
tween lawyers and complaining 
clients whenever possible or, in 
event of necessary disciplinary 
proceedings, to refer evidence to 
the committee. 











The government argued that 
since the tax was measured by 
the value of the property used 
it should be treated as 
but a “contrivance” to tax t} 
property. But the Court did not 
find this argument persuasiy 
It asserted: “A tax for the bene- 
ficial use of property, as dist 
uished from a tax on the prop- 
erty itself, has long been a com- 
monplace in this country. See 
Henneford v. Silas Mason C 
300 U. S. 577, 582-583. In m - 
uring such a use tax it 1s 
neither irregular nor extrava- 
gant to resort to the value of the 
property used; indeed no m 
so than measuring a sales tax 
by the value of the _ property 
sold. Public Act 189 [the Michi- 
gan statute] was apparently de- 
signed to equalize the 
tax burden carried by 
businesses using exempt prop- 
erty with that of similar busi- 
nesses using non-exempt prop- 
erty. Other things bei: the 
same, it seems obvious 
that use of exempt property 1 
worth much as 
parable taxed property 
the same interval. In our 
ment it was not an i 
sible subterfuge but 
sible exercise of its taxing 
for Michigan to compute its 
by the value of the prop 
used.” 
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—We Cooperate With Attorneys 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 








CITED 


ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITCL 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 

FOR THE ASSURED } 

9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 


—, 





— 








Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 
Associated Adjusters 
786 Broad St., Newark ? 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 














— 





15 WASHINGTON ST. 





The American Insurance Company 
sn ee 


FIDUCIARY & COURT BONDS 
— Newark Branch Office — 





HUmboldt 4-2300 














BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 





Forwarders Recognized 





LOANS 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. 


60 PARK PLACE 
NEWARK 2, N.4 
Mitchell 2-0534 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


Tumarkin Chairman Of 
Federal Bar Thanksgiving 
Luncheon 


Greeting 


WHEREAS, It appears to my 













































| to whom theese presents may come, 


satisfaction 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


' STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting Greeting: 











































































y duly authenticated record of the proceed Pa nna AS, Ie ot aa ‘a Pog by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
cuteiees Fs r the voluntary dissolution thereof | ,; gs for rs whe pots dincatakion W aacead ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
y the un mous consent of all the atock- by the u veh aks f all ‘the stock piace ates tara fn "et * gain 
C melius bd wiewe oe Phi | SO AE tL ‘ HOLDING oo holders, deposited in my office that PLATS k VALENTINE COMPANY OF 
president of the Federal Bar As- , poration of thin State, whose principal 1] ANNE CORP. NEW JERSEY 
-ociation of New York, New Jer- ft e is tuated at N ; 29 Hill Street sis State, - se ery oe ong Son whose principal 
: : City Newark inty of E 510 Pi mt Road, ice is situated at NO B 
& Connecticut, has named te of New Jersey (Abe Schiffman, Boroug Coun gen, Oe SO Teen eee 
} ¢ , Noawark eing the agent there nd in charge th f State of N rbert G. Draesel, | State if “ Jersey yi Young 
Aliar L. Tumarkin, of Newark, ; whom ees abs be Menteae. fata being the age ! 1a in charge thereof, being the aggpt therein and in charge thereo 
5 Chairman of the annual requirements of Title 14. | upon whom process may be served). ha Ye a Bele yp ey 
a ; * rporations, Revised Statutes complied with the juirements of Title 14, j with the of Title 14 
Thanksgiving Luncheon of the or the issuing wrporations, Genera f Revised Statute- bas _ = groom 
A rT Yo nar 0 ul f rsey, he issuing 
A mU riation. Secretary of - rin — t e Dine “bre basa en f this Certifica ) 
‘ , , Do Hereby NOW, TH FORE, I, the Secretary of | NOW, THEREFOI he Secretary of 
The annual luncheon will be y tha . jon did, on the State of th , Do Hereby | State of » Do Hereb 
at the Waldorf Astoria ': on dK dye heidi ihcest: blebs ade b did, om the ‘fl ~ 
T Vv oo e a auly executed r eate 28eU v i S lle in my 
Starlight Roof, New York ( lly, writing to the dissolutior amid cor fice a } " and attested consent 
. y . ration ted 16 ckholders n writing t¢t asolution of j co 
n Wednesday, November 26 reof whi aid 7 ent ‘ane ‘ ; mera ” at nm x t by all Na at be dine 
aay Tumarkin is f ner he pro r w on file hereof, w a nt and the record 
aa 4s ay kald 1 by law f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file , a , 
President of the Associa- Y WHEREOF, }) ‘n my said 1 by law. ee TESTIMONY 
for New Jersey and is now : iy band and af IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 aes sso apie Be 
she ; 7 Pg axe at Trenton have “t my hand and af fixed my offi 
member of its Board of Tr - this F tember fi ficial seal, at Trenton t ee 
EDWARD J. PATTI : 7 
Speakers at the annual lunch- Yecretary tate EDWAI ATTEN, 
eons have included Governor Jecre f te si 
Robe B. Meyner, who is a 
member of the Association, and /fATE OF A A Oe ‘cae 
Chief Justice Joseph Weintraub OLEY, JR f the County of 
I 5, 8 he applicat f I 
i ut f ‘ 
caned. ' Pursue A 
Announcements anid de FOLEY, JR 
: femanda : ba 
Walton Orvly Schalick, Jr. a « fo PE ae 
member of the Bars of New Jer- “rs aaeee 2 
New York and the District G within «i 4s da 
ee itr “ bw f = 
f Columbia, has become asso- BN arine 
ciated with Kisselman, Devine & site etel Fr 
Deighan at 904 Wilson Building, = me epirtie 
(‘rn q y F HA [RAS 4 A I 
ymden 2. 8 of M 7 ry 
. ala = I IR S a f he of t 
' ap f 
C. Raymond Kears and John I of said 1 — , 
\ K t } z 
tman have formed a partner- to the he : 
r the practice of law under aged : cate bag 
m name of Kears and Bert- x1 7 
ith offices at 14 So. Second “2! he foraner ba ' r 
Hammonton. They will ia att —— 
ntinue the practice of Charle ) Kagle Rock A ie 
} tO , N. 72 I 
llips, of Hammonton I Sept. 18, 25. Oct. 2. 9, 16 0 
‘aT “4 
, | Wr + 
DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY ‘ 
may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified aa taadis 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 4 fie 
use of our air-conditioned hearing room. Parking nearby. : ae 
Pa at « h S 
NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE Ai Arnage ag " 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. e 
Diamond 2-1677 Leonard W. Meyer J 
= = WELL | ; * = 
— —cememeememaran: resea - — LT A I via ft r 
{ 9 ia) | 
Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable | r ‘ 
~ : : As 4 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States | r a 
Courts. and ( 
CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate T w 
standing. ‘j ! 
; : ‘ } : e Judg 
SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States | Of 
Courts. : 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at £ 
Trenton. g Secretar 7 
THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. ane madi PF. b. MAStC 
eI a @ 
NATIONAL NEWARK & TRENTON TRUST BLDG. ) On M f 
ESSEX BLDG., TRENTON 8, N.J. PCC-) kt A wig 
NEWARK 2, N. J. Tel. EXport 6-8439 a ig 1 Mein St. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 ‘ f Orange J ~~ 
S $11.34' L.5.—S 18 $16.74 
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To all to whom these presents may come, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 





Lawyers Diary & Manual. 


AND ACCORDING TO CITIES. 


ADDITIONAL FEATURES 














Judges, and Courts. 


added to the diary pages. 


NOTIFY US OF ANY CHANGES 
IN THE LISTING OF: 

YOUR NAME? 

YOUR LAW FIRM? 

YOUR ASSOCIATES? 

and their telephone * 


ae 





| 

| 

| IN ORDER TO BE OF FURTHER SERVICE TO 
WE PROUDLY ANNOUNCE 4 New Format 

YOUR PRESENT LISTING WILL BE IMPROVED BY 


PHONE NUMBER ON THE SAME LINE, 
FURTHER. THIS IMPROVED LISTING WILL APPEAR TWICE, BOTH ALPHABETICALLY 


THE BAR... 
for the Bar Directory of the 1959 New Jersey 


THE ADDITION OF YOUR TELE. 


after your address. 


Much additional information will appear in the 1959 Edition including: 


* A Separate Directory of Federal, State and County Agencies, Bureaus, Departments, Offices, 


A Directory of Hospitals with addresses and telephone numbers. 
For your added daily convenience, appointment schedules by 14 hour intervals have been 


Make sure that you will be listed correctly in the NEW IMPROVED BAR DIRECTORY OF N., J. 


SORRY BUT NO CORRECTION CAN BE 


ACCEPTED BY TELEPHONE 
Please write us on your stationery 
DIARY LISTING DEPT. 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL 
24 Edison Place, Newark 2, N. J. 



























































ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
DOCKET NO. 
On Application for 
Change of Name 
JUDGMENT 
In the Matter of the Application of : 
BENJAMIN GURFINKEL, in ally and: 
i tural Guardian for LOUISE LEAH 
FINKEL, DEBRA GURFINKEL and : 
LORI GURFINKEL fants, and NATALIE: 
GURFINKEL, to as I names of $ 
BEN I 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF S TE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the 
inge for the voluntary diss tion thereof 
by the uranimous con t of a the stack 
holders, deposited in my at 
STEVEN 


N 














and fifty-eight 
FDWARD J 
Seerctarw ef 


1.J. Sept. 18 






$21.¢9 





























































Page Ten NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1958 81 N. J. L. J. Index Page 482 






















































. | 
LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY { Dated: August 29, 1958 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF CLARA I. COLTON, deceased 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION } Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN \ 
To all to whom these presents may come, | To all to whom these presents may come,| To ali to whom these presents may come,| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Greeting | Greeting Greeting: 7 | Essex, this day made, on the application of € 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction,| WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | the undersigned, Administrator of said decea,. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- ‘ed, notice is hereby given to the eredi 
® ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof |iogs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | of said deceased, to exhibit to the subs , 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the etock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | under oath or affirmation, their clai 
holders, deposited in my office that | nelders, deposited in mv office that holders, deposited in my office that demands against the estate of said decease 
ROGERS ROOST, INC. JIMSON CORPORATION HOLLYWOOD-ORANGE CORP. within six months from this On thas 
a@ corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal | 4 corporation of this State, whose principal! will b — barred fror rosec 
office is situated at No. 179 Outwater Lane, | office is situated at No. 75 Montgomery Street, office is situated at No. 14-16 Hollywood Ave- | recover 1¢ same | 
in the City of Garfield, County of Bergen, | in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, | nue, in the City of East Orange, County of | THE Sow ABD 
State of New Jersey (Cormack J. Rogers, | State of New Jersey (Charles B. Collins, | Essex, State of New Jersey (Burton W. | JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent therein aud im charge thereof | Weiner, being the agent therein and in charge | 11 Commerce Street | 
ypon whom process may be served), bas | 3) 1» whom process may be served), hax | thereof, upon whom process may be served), | Newark 2, N. J. 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. | wplied with the requirements of Title 14, | has complied with the requirements of Title| L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 | 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | orjsratious, General, of Revised Statutes | 14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes — = 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuin. | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 0’ New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Take notice that the undersigned will | 
Our Re resentatives of this Certificate of Dissolution. | of is Certidecate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of _Dissolution. to the Essex Covnty Court on Ox | 
2P - NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | sow THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | 1658 at 2 O'Clock in the afternoon a 
C . D il State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Court House, Newark, New Jersey 
over auy Certify that the said corporation did, on the! ‘+rtify that the said corporation did, on the | (rrtify that the said corporation did, on the} judgment authorizing her to assume the | 
fth day of August, 1958, file in my | Tenth day of September, 1958, file in my | name of Wendy Jean Smith. - 


Second day of September, 1958, file in, Twen 
my office a duly executed and attested cunsent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cur } io riting ) " 
poration, executed by all the stockholders |» »ratiun, executed by all the stockholders | boration, executed by all the stockholders | aaron B. Weingast, Att'y. 
ip Trenton thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof, which sald consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record | 199 Lyons Avenue 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | °f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Newark, N. J. 





july executed and attested consent | office a duly executed and attested consent Wendy Jean Henry, an infan 
z to the dissolution of said cor-| iu writing to the dissolution of said cor- natural guardian Shirley 












































































in my said office as provided by la | in my said office as provided by law n my said office as provided by law. L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25 $8.89 
The Offices of the IN” TESTIMONY WHEREOP, | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 lg co cg pees I =i 
have hereto set my hand and af have hereto set my hand and a ave hereto set my hand and at- SE NOTICE. tt he undersienea + 
Supreme Court fixed my official sea!, at Trenton, | fixed my official seal, at Trenton fixed my official seal, at Trentoo. | _ TAKE NOTICE, vat aoe matateaned : 
S i Cc t this Second day of September, | this Twenty-fifth day of August, this Tenth day of September, A.D., | apply to the Essex County Court, Law Dir 
superior Cour (Heal). “Adc. oie thousand “nina? Wanered | (Sea A\.D., one thousand nine hundred| (Sea!) one thousand nine hundred and —_ at me ee hee Newark 
Secretary of State and fifty-eight. and fifty-eight. fifty-eight. a ner ar att i ag A Np A 
’ > yy 5 " may DWARD J. PATTEN in the afternoon, for a judgment aut 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD Ete BERNARD WOSNITZER t 
U.S. District Court Secretary of State. Secretary of State. LJ = Re oe a a $21.60 ane a BERNARD WAYNE. = 
L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 ° LJ Sept. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 | l-J.—-Sept. 158, 20, - <i. ee ee ee a a eee ae sa! 
Workmen’s Compensation t cee BERNARD WOSNIT 
LN MARGOLIS, MARG OL IS & TURAK 
State Tax Department STATE OF NEW JERSEY SHERIFF'S SALE | STATE OF NEW JERSEY Attorneys for Plaintiff 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE SUPERIOR (CHAN) C-318 DEPARTMENT OF STATE 1060 Broad Street 
Attorney General CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ig gi HE SEY CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION te a> New Jersey 
+ To all to whom these t 4 ome CHANCHI VISION, 8 , . “ ome ..J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25 $9.45 
Bureau of Vital Statistics "oun: ho ese presents may come, COUNTS Dy KET NO. F.2453-57 sp aca these presents may com 4 
All other State Offices WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction | BETWEEN Jacob Or nsky, et als., Plaintiffs WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction : 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- ind Doug ley and Hilda C. Bag-|»y duly authenticated record of the proceed- | TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof nts. EXECUTION ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof TAKE NOTICE that the unders 
' 5 E H d by the unanimous consent of all the stock- dt Premi ee — by the unanimous consent of all the stock- apply 4 a —~—— County a. 
holders, deposited in my office that above ated Ww of | holders. deposited in my office that Newark, New Jersey, at 2:00 P. M. 
n ergen, SSCX, udson, ANNCEE HOLDING CO ‘ I shall expose MER ISON REALTY CO., INC. ~ h day of September, 1958, for 
4 corporation of this State in Room B-16, | a rjm f this State, whose principal | to assume the name of JOHN EDWABI 
Passaic and Union office is situated at No. 4: Newark, 02 | office ed at No. 50 Main Street, in . 
° in the Borough of Roselle, C October, next, | the ity Hackensack, County of Bergen, JOHN EDWARD STOLL, Jr., intast 
Counties State of New Jersey (Harry New Jersey (Leo Mazer, by Elizabeth Gardam Nuse, a 





being the agent therein and in charge t therein and in charge thereof parent and natu ral guardia t 
r., infant 





































” ’ ipon whom process may be. serv ay be “a bn _—— St 
County Clerk’s Office complied with the requirer t rf nent tle 
| Corporations, General, of Revised Stat a 
Register of New Jersey, preliminary >liminary to the issuing Bloat mifi« s N. J. 
Surrogate j of this Certificate of Dissolu Dissolution. | L.J.—Aug. 28, Sept. 4, 11, 18 $10.7 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the I, the Secretary of | ees 
County Clerk’s Vault | State of the State of New Je sey. 00 Her by | 
_— k | Corti t = "aid, t STATE OF NEW JERSE} 
Reyister’s Vault | rte 58. | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
: eo } ERTIFICATE OF ISSOLUTION 
Sheriff’s Office | my ae agg ogy PE mcr oage gl 
} tn Alani ution To all , U m se presents may 





stockholders | 


‘Surrogate’s Vault 





















































































: | = record 
Referees in Bankruptcy | Av on file 
—_— rovided by | 1! ’ s v 
Chancery Division Chambers : "-ESTIM( N Y WHER! OF, ie “ayia s 43 6 I? TIM¢ NY 1} 
>) have hereto set my hand iw 3 have heret o set and af- 
Compensation Courts axed wey oficial to se aha ool 
All County Courts and Offices epg oe o s 1y said AD. 
Sigal (Seal) », one vH 1 nine ! dj Thre Thousand Seve . 5 
Municipal Courts and Offices ind fifty-eight l eraata tnd tewiee RIOR aie : 
EDWARD I. PATTEN | most. at: thle. sale ( 1 Associations N 
tary of State RR . New Jersey ~ ~ 1937 
1..J.—-Sept. 11, 18, 25 $21.49 NEIL. « 
- e ai ss Se ae ee, Walt t s 
District Courts tia iee 4a New J 
| STATE OF NEW JERSEY | aievrraes t STATE OF NEW JERSEY : 
All Parts of the District Courts C] RT i CATE. OF 1 : SSOre PION } if: seit ate Pc v JERSEY. ERTI fron} Teor PE SSaLUTION A.D 1958 1 
in the Counties mentioned. To all to whom these presents may come. | ERTIFLCA TE OF DISSOLETION a ac a acta sali a nS igen ben gape lege 
‘; et n: l a a wh m these presenta may come. "7 0 my eatistact! _ 22 iF 
ee Le 1. it -aporars te. wy as faction : ; 
y *- N STIMONY W 
Services We Perform— GRE “ 
Ascertaining corporate name ee : 
availability and corporate in- - being the agent therein and ‘n charge thereof, | | s f 
; | ipon whom process may be served), has Sept 5, <0, Uct. « o0.6 
formation vhom — proces | _ complied with the requirements of Title —.o 
Service of papers on attorney: | complicd with the requirements of Ti pee r ° of Revised Statutes | f 
sy: : ( rations, General, o t sed Statutes FRE to the issuing | © S 
Filing and delivery of papers, f New J rsey, pt o the issuing | \y \, , ( ' Li { ESTAT nD: OUISE ALICIA WOOL \ 
files of rtificate I n Jot th - SOW, THEREFORE. 1 ecretary of leceased é 
es, etc. NOW, THE REFORE, Secretary of | | x T Secretary of| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby Pursuant rder . 
e of the f of a . e aald corporation did on the | FOLEY R., Surrogate of t t Ts 
Obtaining information and data | Sttie.e' ! New ett y ‘bo ee Pde engage = fie fa lB ten as Sn 
i 1958, file in t ted and attested consent | the u rsigned, ¢€ itrix 
Abstracting dockets attested con- | in writ ine to the “dissolution of. eald cor- {notice is hereby given to t tors , 
ion of said cor- | voration, executed ll the stockho! ders | said deceased, to exhibit to t subser : 


Searching and abstracting mete! i 


and the record 









































‘ stockholders which sal 1 ; 
names, corps., chattel mtgs. | theres: 1 the eee ro as rs afores sid are now on fie | ra 
estates, etc. in my said office as provided by law a *. ne “4 TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 | ¥ 

: ~ "IN OPESTIMONY W ( I IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 have 
Procuring Forms or Rules Se RE ARO have uereto set my band ang’ af- 
; ; ; ta) om) t ‘xed mv officia gt at r ° 
Marking District Court cases fis _ official seal. at oath dee ot Seuemaer, | (eal? z 
pes : ’ Fourtt day of Se housanc i fifty-eight. 
Obtaining police and hospital (Seal) A D.. one thousand nine thousand nine ‘nundred EDWARD 1 PATTES. 
4 icht ep eeaiaies tat 
reports EDWARD J. PATTEN, V ATTEN. ct a ek oe = } 
Secretary of_ State . $21.60 . ee 
J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 ree 2 
e I will apply to the STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ee a eee . Law Division, on DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Messenger Service iba oreNt OF BEATE 1958, at 2 PM. at the| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION : 

| R Ss ; | tate of Jersey, for @# judg Greeting sa 
Our messenger calls at your) 7% 2! to whom these presente may come | ‘sing LINDA w derser SWORTH,| WHEREAS, It ar pears to my sat isfaction, ved 
: ‘ ayes ing aaoteaay: . = anie’ authent! od Be Ene airbeene 

office daily for your instructions | WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction | 7" rE to assume the name of LINDA | los de Se Mae oa 

and requests on forms provided | by ely 2 — nticated hea ba vas seated LINDA HOLLINGSWORTH, an infant, | consent of @ll the stock- ” 

b » [erate Lok Bee . ies sib deletes ciygere naire j by her Parent and Natural Guardian, in my office that r 

ileal | ue Ape ie ee a * MILDRED HOLLINGSWORTH. | HACKENSACK INO. | z ; 

| * capes N > this State, se principal | vibe ‘ 
| SUMMIT AVENUE REALTY company | XATH” oe sate ae Ni — Ee | recs ~ 





Union City, County of Hudson, | prcHyar D 


rporation of this State. whose principal | 


































c ~y pd md — 3 gy He State of New Jersey (Marvel Platoff, | 6) P r ace 
ty of Jersey City, County of F | 8 -_ the a therein and in charge thereof, aun i = 
Reports | New Jersey (Samuel Klausner, | ieee inate spon. whom process may Be neal bas 4 J 18 95 O 
| x the agent therein and in charge thereof, | — lcomplied with the requirements of Title 14 L : + he Ree - Pa 
j npen whom process may be served). has ESSEX COUNTY COURT: Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes eee 
A prompt report is given yous van i with the requirements of Title 14 PROBATE DIVISION of New venice: preliminary to the issuing : t 
on each request you make. | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes Ni Tl CE OF ASSIGNMENT this Certificate of Dissolution. Pring 
}of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing jIn t mat ‘ the — ge nt for the “NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 1 feet 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. | benefit of rs ¢ Tool & Mfg. | State of the State of New Jersey Th Heret Sank g: 





| NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABLE State of the State of now Jersey, be Hereby y 

TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL September, 1958, file in my | 
MONTHLY CHARGE 


; that the said corporation did, on the 
f September, 1958, file in my 
executed and attested consent 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the <tockholders 


to N ATH. AN TURESKY, 






sets Rgyeinng E that the above 
the 26th day of | in 


executed and attested consent euted and delivered 




















































\ the dissolution of said cor- f the City of New- | ther which said consent and the record 
oleae executed by all the steckholdere Jersey, an assign- | of tne proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
rhereof.  w h said consent and the record estate in trust for the | in my said office as provided by law. 2 
@ j of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle in accordance with IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! ' 
no omy — pA ie BO ‘ have hereto set my hand and af- a mi 
‘. | > as : VOF, in the busi fixec yo sel, on, ee _ ta 
Serving the Bar of New Jersey lave hereto set my hand and af ine amd tool shop, | ne tna ae te ; MAE H. SHERII 
F Ove 0 Y Sa eS Caer een Oh : Seal) thousand nine hundred and SKEFFINGTON HASKINS & 
or Over 30 Years this Third day of September, A.D., ts Ma ieteeee) eiehE: SKEFFINGTON, Attorneys 
| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and “NATHAN TU RESKY, at EDWARD J. PATTEN. 98 Broad Street 
fifty-eight. i . Newark 2, N.J., Secretary of State. Blo a eae 
NEW JERSEY WYERS adel — : eo from the date hereof. L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 L 4,1 . ai ‘ 
| A Seere v of & sre gio" = 
L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 | in for a d as Sia comune: ee ae 
| Dated ber 4, 1958. | Dated: August 28, 1958 ad: S€ - 
SERVICE |} NATHAN TURESKY, Assignee | ESTATE OF MARTIN . MARREE, de-| ESTATE OF AUG 30 ST 
ESTATE OF FLORENCE D. HAGERTY, | SANFORD SILVERMAN, Attorney for | ceased ceased. : 
| leceased. | ane nee Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. Pursu - t orde 
e i. >I. y | NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 12 I pet FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | FOLEY. JR. 
24 Edison E lace, Newark 2 Notice is hereby given that the accounts | - : : Essex, this day made, on the application of | E his d 
L.J Sept. 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2, 9 $28.08 | the undersi od, Administratrix of said de- ; th 





- the subscribers, Executors of the last will | 

2 € and testament of FLORENCE D. HAG ERTY, | | 
MArket 3-6190-1 deceased, will be audited and stated by the | TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
Surrogate and reported for settleme to | apply to the Essex County Court, Law Divi- 
the Essex County Court, Probate Division, ion, at the Court House, Newark, New Jer- | dé 
m Tuesday, the 14th day of October next. | Sey. on Wednesday, October 1, 1958, at 





ceased, noti 













hereby given to the creditors 

hibit to the subscriber 
. their claims and 
estate of said deceased, 
from this date, or they | 






































Our representative will be happy | })).,04. September 2. 1958 | 2:00 P.M., for a judgment authorizing bim | -4 from prosecuting or | 
HUGH DWIGHT DOHE RTY to assume the name of Melvin Richard Miles. | r ag st the subscriber. 
to call _ to explain this FEDERAL TRUST COMPANY Melvin Richard Kleinman | CUSHING 
service in detail. Grosken & Moriarty, Attorneys | Daniel G. Gallop, Attorney J. ROGER CONANT. Attorney Herrigel 
60 Park PI. } 11 Commerce Street 1184 E. Grand Street 744 Broad St 
Newark 2. N. J. | Newark 2, New Jersey Elizabeth, N. J | Newark 2 N be — 
a ana: L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2, 9 | L.J.—Sept. 4, 11-18, 25 $8. 19 | L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 1 LJ $ 11 8, 20. VU = 
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' | CHANALIS, 


To all to whom these presents may come 

> Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings fur tbe voluntary dissolution thereof 

the ubpaDimous consent of all the stock- 
ders, deposited in my office that 
-RINCE RANGE SERVICE, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

fice is situated at No. 106 Prince Street, 
City of Newark, County of Essex, 

St of New Jersey (Charles Schultz, 

x the agent therein and in charge thereof 

n whom process may be served bas 

| omplied with the requ 

rporatiuns, General, of 

j f New Jersey, prelimi ar 
‘ this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Secretary of 

State of the State of New Je Du Hereby 

| tify that the said corporat on the 
ty-seventh day e in 

sent 

we said cor 

wration stockholders 

bere t “which said « cor and the record 

‘ deatrt are now on file 

m id offic I ided by law 

""IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my 1 seal. at Trent oD 
his Twen 3 d of Au 

s she t ine hundred 
a tifty- elgot. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J Sept. 4, 11, 18 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF ST E 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 

(yr ting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my 

authenticated record of 

ys for the voluntary dissvol 

Jnanimous consent of 
ers, deposited in my office 
WILLIE ROUND B: 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
$ uated at No. 1060 Broad Street, 
City of Newark, C 
Sta New Jersey (Kala 
Z ageut therein and in charg 
om process may be served), has 
D with the requirements of Title 14 
. . General, of Revised Statutes 
{ New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
4 s Certificate of Dissolution 
WW, THEREFORE, I, the Se ROtary: of 
f the State of New Jersey 





1at the said corporg 

















T ighth day of August, 
fice a duly executed and 
ng to the dissolution 
poration, executed by all the 
ereof, which eaid consent and e re 
¢ rox ings aforesaid are w on file 
said office as provided aw. 
IN TESTIMONY WHER EOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
xed my official 5 at Tre 
this Twenty-eight y f 
Sea A.D., one thousand nine 
and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 


Secretary of State. 
ee SS 


$21.60 





= OF NEW JERSEY 

PARTMENT OF STATE 

RTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents may come 











EAS, sfaction 


her 


sat 


the 


It appears to my 
iticated 

voluntary 
mous consen 
my 


rec ord rf 





lissoluti 
t of 
office 


PARAMUS 


State, 













tha 


prinei 


nei 


pal 
Street, 


Ess¢ 


x 
(M ) 
nt therein and i 
m process may ‘of 
with the requirements of 
General, of Revised 
preliminary the 





argé 
served), 
Title 
Stato 
issuin 


tes 
1g 





Secretary of 
» Hereby 
on the 
in 


dissolution 
by all 
consent and 

edings aforesaid are n 


the sto 




























20 fice as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
hereto set my hand and af 
my official sea! F ] 

s Twenty-eight! 8 
thousand 
rARD J. PATTEN, 
ecretary of State 
“i iLJ—Sept. 4, 11, 18 $21.60 
SHERIFF 8 
UPERIOR (Chan) C- 
SUP COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 
( ANCERY DIVISION 
X COUNTY, NO. F-2607-57 
N Mohawk Savings and Loan reeind - 
tporation of New Jerse) 
ca 4 d George Olive, et als., De 
For Sale 



























westerly 
; then 












nd 
f nk 
— to the point and place of 
ms = mm Test now known as Twelfth 
as mmonly nown and 
- =t pay le, City 
- New yo 


2 amount of t 









the undersigne 
COUNTY COURT, 


hat 


ESSEX 
Hou 






September, 
idgment autho 
of JOSEPH. ID 
= E. MARKS, BAR- 
and MARJORIE 


ig them 
“DAV 





MARKS, 
AVID MARKOVITZ 
E. MARKOVITZ 
JOAN MARKOVITZ 
JAYNE MARKOVITZ 
Maloney, Attorneys 

























Dated: August 14, 

ESTATE OF MATHILDA KRUMEICH, de- 
ceased. 
Pursuant 


to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the applieation of 


tse undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands agwinst the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
LYNCH & MALONEY, 


to 

















iy ear od 21, 28, Sept. 4, 11, 18 
Dated: August 27, 1958 
ESTATE OF STEPHEN G. RICH, deceased. 
Pursuant to the ¢ pelos M. 
FOLEY, yunty of 
8 cation of 


Essex 
tt I deceased, 









cial 
id deceased, 
ite, or they 








will be f secuting or 
recovering the s subscribers. 
GEO I 
MANFRED “KLINGENSTEIN 
JOSEPH M. RICH 
MARIAN S. RICH 
HERMAN B. LICKS, torney 








Oct. 2 
August 26, 1958 
tAGHI, deseased. 
of ADRIAN M. 
I of 
of 
sed, 





a 
creditors 
to the subscriber 

their aims and 
» of said deceased, 


to the 








from 


































1958 





t this date, or they 
w barred from prosecuting or 
re zainst the subscriber. 
‘ELE A DRAGHI 
JOSEPH P “DAL LANEGRA, Attorney 
18, 25, Oct. 2 
hat undersigned will 
County Court, Law Divi- 
i Newark, New Jersey, on 
( clock, P.M. for 
a nt authorizing r to mssume the 
name f Harriet Patricia Webber 
HARRIET Sa BOUGAS, 
oy her natur ardian 
HARRIET WEBBER 
ones F. ZELLER 
L.J.—Aug. 28, Sept. 4, 11. 18 $10.08 
Dated: August 20, 1958 
ESTATE OF HELEN G. FRANZEN, de- 
> order of ADRIAN M. 
I gate « the County of 
I », on the application of 
trix of said decemsed, 
» the creditors of | 
to the subscriber 
their claims and 
said deceased, 
or they 
prosecutin or 






nst the subscriber. 


POWE LL 































































, ry 
GARDNER K SON, Attorney 
4, 11, 18, 25 
ESTATE OF MARIA C. LA GANGA, 
Deceased 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 
Notice is hereby given that the accounts 
th y La Ganga, Execu- 
Maria Castellano 
» of the Town of 
f Essex, will be 
a the Clerk of the 
S reported for settlement 
L ‘hancery Division, 
E Records, Newark, 
N Jerse} 3 October 24, 1958, 
at 10 A.M and at the time and 
p fore 1] made to 
to the distribu- 
Maria Castellano 
with her Will 
La Ganga, 
Executor 
11, 18 $18.90 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
t Essex County Court on the 8th 
958 2 o’clock in the 
ourt House in the City 
Jersey, for a judgment 
assume the name of 
ISADORE SMITH 
aintiff 
Place 
New Jersey 
11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 $9.45 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting 
WHE REAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by authenticated record of the proceed 
r the voluntary disselution thereof 
unani imous consent of all the stock- 
my office that 
LAUNDROMAT INC. 
this State, whose principa 
at No. 744 Broad Street, 
Newark, County of Essex, 
-phen Maskaleris, 





nd in charge thereof, 





Dissolution. 
T 














process may be served) has 
ith the requirements of Title 14,} 
ns, General, of Revised Statutes} 
j eliminary to the issuing 


ings for the vo y dissolution thereof 
| by the unanim sent of all the stock 
holders, de | my office that 
10 BOULEVARD CORP. 
whose princi 
Bergen pear a 
( County of Hudson, | 
(Max Druz,  be- | 
t 1 in charge thereof, 
pro S may be served), has 
e requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, Genera of Revised Statutes 
vf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Cert ate of Dissolution 
NOW, TI LEI I, the Secretary of 
State of th t ew Jersey, Do Hereby 
tify that yrportaion did, on the 
Tenth day > r, 1958, file in my 
office a and attested consent 
in writ t ssolution of said cor- 
porat exe all the stockholders 
thereof, whit s sent and the record 
of the proces gs aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TE IMON) WHEREOF, 1 
have © set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Tent iy of September, A.D., 
(Seal) yne tl nd nine hundred and 
fifty g 
EDW AKD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary f State. 
Ena Sept. 18, 2 wt. 2 $21.60 
STATI W JE 
DEPAR 1 STA 
CERTIFICATE F DI ISSOLUTION 
To all to ah these presenta may come 
Greeting 





Secretary of 
oy, Do Hereb 
n did, on the 
1958 file inj} 
attested consent 
f said cor 
stockholders 
and the record 
> now 
law. 
r WHEREOF, I 
hand and af- 
o al. at Trenton 
this day of September, 
Seal A.D usand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EPWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretaru of State. 
L.J Sept 18. 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 


| Q 


To 





ing 
by 
hol 


in 


State 
being the agent the 


up 


complied 


Certify 
1 








} 
nx 
(Seai) 
Ei 
Sept 


Cor 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE 
all 


to 





the ¢ 


on «=whom 


tha 





npany 


charge 


ser 


of 


Title 


ha 


14 


ved), 


Statutes 
issuing of 
NOW, 





(Se 


To 


al) 





Ss 
Db 

CERT 
all 


T 
E 
Ik 


Greeting 
WHER}! 


by duly authent 





wv 









with 


t 








THE! 





A 
I 


to whom these 














WHEREA 


by. 
nz 











duly 

















OF DISSOLUTION 
hom these presents may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction, 


y duly authenticated record of the proceed-J 
s for the voluntary dissolution thereof } 
the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
ders, deposited in my office that 

COLONY HOMES CORP. 
n of this State, whose principal 


ted at No. 694 Main Avenue, 
f Passaic, County of Passaic, 
New Jersey (Joseph ‘Feder, 





ein and in charge thereof. 
may be served), has 
requirements of Title 14 
Revised Statutes 
liminary to the issuing 
Dissolution. 
I, the Secretary of 
f New Jersey, Do Hereby 
said comparstan did, on the 
b 1958, file in my 
‘and attested consent 
lissolution of said cor- 
all the stockholders 
sent and the record 
1 resaid are now on file 
fice as provided by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
my hand and af- 
seal, at Trenton 
September, A.D., 
nine hundred and 


proce 





8 





the 





I set 
my official 
I day 
sand 


of 


PATTEN, 
f State. 





$21.60 


SEY 


NEW 
ENT OF STA 

OF DISSOLT TION 
exe presents may 


JER 


come 


ears to my sati> tou 
theres 
stock 





Whose principal 
oxchange Place, 
County of Hudson, 
Corporation Trust 
therein and in 
whom process may be 
with the requirements 
General, of Revised 
preliminary to the 
of Dissolution. 
4, 1, the Secretary 
f New Jersey, Do Hereby 
orporation did, on the 
1958, file in my 
attested consent 
e dissolution of said cor 
ited y all the stockholders 
sa nsent and the record 
aforesaid are now on file 


by law 

WHEREOF, I 
my hund and af 
seal, at Trenton 
September, A.D., 
hundred and 





agent 





tions, 


rsey, 


o 











as provided 
STIMONY 


t set 
F 





iy of 


nine 


PATTEN, 


etary of State. 


Oct. 2 


$21.60 





E OF NEW JERSEY 
<TMENT OF STATE 

ATE OF DISSOLUTION 

presents may come, 


At 


ppears to my satisfaction, 
record of the proceed 
























It a rs t satisfaction 
the proceed- 
lution thereof 

the stock- 
that 


my 
if 





w hose principa! 








a corporation 

ffice is situated N merce Court, 
in the City f wark , of Essex, 
State of New Jersey ;. Morgan, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the re ments of Title 14 


Corporations, 








tevised Statutes 


Gen 





of New Jersey, 2liminary to the issuing 
ff this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

State of the State of New Jersey, Du Herebs 

Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

y t r, 1958, file in my 

i attested consent 

it of said cor 

stockholders 

the record 

now on file 






Will 





recovering 


be 
t 


forey 











vy WHEREOF J 

y hand end af 

at 

ptember, 
bundred 





PATTEN, 
$21 60 


t 18, 1958 
deceased. 
ADRIAN M. 
the County of 
lication of 
‘ deceased, 
he creditors of 
subscriber 
claims and 
estate of said deceased, 
t jate, or they 
n prosecuting or 
t the subscriber. 
PROSE N 
LZ 


& HARRINGTON, 








¢ 


¢ 





Dated: August 14, 1958 
.ESTATE OF CARMELA VILLANI, deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 


the undersigned, Executrices of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
‘BErt deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
MARIA & WESTENBURGER 

FLORENCE M. L. BROWN 

LUCIA A.J. VILLANI formerly FORBERGER 





BURNETT B. ZIMMERMAN, Attorney 

24 Commerce Street 

Newark 2, N. J. 

L.J.—Aug. 21, 28, Sept. 4, 11, 18 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 
WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissuvlution thereot 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

LOGAN AVE. REALTY CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


by 


ings 





office is situated at No. 554% Jersey Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 


State of New Jersey (George D’Elia, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, Ganeral, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
L citing to the dissolution of said cor 
wvialion, executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
saint office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Twenty-sixth day of August, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
LVUWAKI) J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
apt. 4, 11, 18 


Lefeui, 
lie 


iy 


f 


(Seal) 


J. $21.66 





NEW JERSEY 
l*+EPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
duly au henticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

.& S TOOL MFG. CO. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 820 Bloomtield Ave- 
nue, in the City of Clifton, County of Pas- 
Saic, State of New Jersey (Herbert Ledner, 
being the agent therein and in charge there f 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb) 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-ninth day of August, 1958, file in my 
office au duly executed and attested consent 
r riting to the dissolution of said cor 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMGNY WHEREOF, 1 

have hereto set my hand and af 

fixed my official se#l, at Trenton 
this Twenty-ninth day of August, 

AD., thousand nine hundred 

and fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. 

Secretary of 
Sept. 4, 11, 18 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
| DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presenta may come 
tireeting: 


STATE OF 





To 





by 














n, 
’ 





rev 
the 
my 


i 
| 
1} 
i 
| 


(Seal) one 
PATTEN, 
State. 
$21.60 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly anthenticated record of the proceed 
‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by tbe unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders deposited in mv office that 

JERSEY WINCHESTER REALTY 


CORPORATION 


a ornare es of this State, whose principal 





ffice is situated at No. 84 Maplewood Avenue, 
n the ‘Towns -_ of Maplewood, County of 
Essex Jersey (William E. Bar- 
dusch, gent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served). 
has complied with the requir- ments of Title 
14. Corporations, General, of Revised Statuter 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Diaseintion 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


Stete of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the «aid corporation did, on the 
Twenty-seventh day of August, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 

writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by al! the stockholdere 
thereof, which e#id consent and the record 
‘f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘n my said office aa provided by law. 


Certify 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 


this Twenty-seventh day of August, 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Recretary of BSfate. 

L.J Sept. 4, 11, 18 


$21.60 























Dated: August 26, 1958 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM L. KUNZE, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas- 
ed, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
ROBERT W. KUNZE 
JAMES J SHEERAN, Attorney 
1180 Raymo Zoulevard 
Newark 2 x J. 
L.J Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 
Dated: August 29, 1958 
ESTATE OF EARL C. ABERNETHY, de- 
ceased 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR.. Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the unders ened, Administrator of said deceas- 
ed, notice hereby ,given to the creditors 
i, to exhibit to the subscriber 






affirmation, their claims and 


or 








against the estate of said deceased, 


six months from this date, or they | 
forever barred from prosecuting or | 
same agai the subscriber. 






E HOWARD SAVIN INSTITUTION 
ROBERT A. HUEBNER, Attorney 





| 200 Market Street 
| Newark 2, N. J. 
iL.J Sept 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 | 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ROBERT G. THIXTON, INC. 

a corporation of tiis State, whose principal 
otlice is situated at No. 108 Main St., in the 
Borough of Matawan, County of Monmouth, 
State of New Jersey (Robert G. Thixton, 
being the agent thercin and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
i New Jersey, preliminary tuo the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 





of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my haud and af- 
fixed my official seai, at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day of August, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
lu all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 


WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duiy authenticated record of the proceea- 
.ugs for the voluntary dissvlution thereof 
uy the unanimous cunsent of ati the stock- 
sviders, depositea in my otfire that 
AJAX CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 89 Central Ave., 
in the City of Clifton, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Samuel Saffron, 
veiling the agent therein and in charge tuerevi, 
upon whum procest may be served), has 
sumplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
orporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, |, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jerse y, Do Hereby 
ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of August, 1958, file in my 
oltice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cvur- 
poration, executed by ail the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fie 
in my said office as provided by law. 

N 


vy 





TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand end af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day of August, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J PATTEN, 
Secretary o, State. 

L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18 $21.60 





NEW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 


STATE OF 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
all to whom these 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ail the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
BERNBROOK REALTY COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


To 


satisfaction, 
by 


office is situated at No. 5f Summit Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Nathan Schnider, 
being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of 
Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 


Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 








issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

Eighth day of September, 1958, file in 

my office # duly executed and attested consent 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official sez at Trenton, 
this Eighth day of September, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

Te all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
UNITED ELECTRONICS CO. 
@ corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 42 Spring Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Charles Rice, 
oving the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
ipo whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
rporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 

have hereto set my hand nd af 

fixed my official seal. at qeaten, 

this Eighth day of September, .D., 

one thousand nine Sundred® and 

fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. 

Secretary of 
Sept. 11, 18, 
Dated: 
MARGARET R. 


hy 


I 


(Seal) 


PATTEN, 
Tat 
$21.60 


August ul, 1958 
ESTATE ADAIR, de- 


ceased. 


OF 








ADRIAN M 
County 
plicat 


the order 
Surrogate 

made, 
Executors of 


Pursuant to 
FOLEY, JR., 
Essex, this day 
the undersigned, 
notice hereby giv to 
said deceased, exhibit te 
under oath or affirmation 
demas gainst the estate o 
wit! six months from this 
will forever barred om prosecuting 
recovering the same against the subseribers 
NATIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX 
KING CO NY OF NEWARK 


of 


on ion of 





is en 

the 
their 
¢ 


to 





and 
said deceased, 
date, or they 


rds 











LUM, ELIE & FOSTER, Attorneys 


2 


| 605 Broad Street 
N. J 


Newark 


LJ Ang. 21, 28, & 11, 18 
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HUDSON COUNTY COURT 
SEPTEMBER - 1958 
Friday Schedule 


ARRAIGNMENTS & SENTENCES 
PROBATE MATTERS & MISCELLANEOUS 
CIVIL MOTIONS & PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 


COUNTY COURT JUDGES 


os. ial 

“RB” 

“gq” 

1958 DUFFY 
FRIDAY Part 1 
Sept. 19 B 
Sept. 26 A 
Oct. 3 C 
Oct. 10 3 
Oct. 17 A 
Oct. 24 C 
Oct. 31 B 
Nov. 7 A 
Nov. 13 (Thurs.) C 
Nov. 21 B 
Nov. 26 (Wed.) A 
Dec. 5 C 
Dec. 12 B 
Dec. 19 A 





CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. €AY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 








ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U. S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 








NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 


Mitchell 2-1406 
Services avatlable to attorneys only 








GRAF REEVES 
Part 2 Part 3 
c A 
B Cc 
A B 
Cc A 
B c 
A B 
C A 
B @ 

A B 
Cc A 
B C 
A B 
C A 
B c 


Unauthorized Practice 
Committee Meeting 


The Un: ,uthorize d Practice of 
the Law Committee of the New 
Jersey State Bar Association will 
meet today, at 5 P. M., at the 
State Bar Headquarters in Tren- 
ton. Matthew Grayson is chair- 
man of the committee. 

A break will be taken at 6:30 


P. M. for dinner. 


Specter Mt. ‘gheeien 
Magistrate 


Leonard Spector has been nam- 
ed magistrate of the Mt. Ephraim 
Municipal Court to succeed Steph- 
en M. Gretzkowski, Jr., who re- 

| signed accept appointment as 
jan Assistant Prosecutor of Cam- 
‘den County. 


to 








NEW 


COMPLETE 1 BOOK 







anship 


fts™m 
@ Finest Ov ality © oars ne Book 


erionsl 
Three S* 
‘Fully tnteoro” 

Reduces 


@ Space pon P 
storage led 
e Easily fi 
CONTAINS 
By-Laws 
srock Com 
Desk Seo! 


1. Minutes and 
2. ape 


{ficate 


in- 


New and already in demand, 


The Approved, Compact All-State 


UNICORP 


Self-Contained 





CORPORATE OUTFIT 


including 
FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 


























3 DIFFERENT 


OUTFITS 
P STARTING AT 

* Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 


the Unicorp completely integrated 


Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 


offices. 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 





Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. 









Write or phone for all necessary data. 





(On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 


ALL-STATE orrice surrty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 


Essex Weekly Call 


SUPERIOR COURT 


AND 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
WEEKLY CALL 
»AY SEPTEMBER 19, 1958 


The f wing iperior surt and County 

















CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 











EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY FOR RENT 

OP! FOR ATTORNEY ADMITTED sis IV ATE OFFICE - LAWYER'S se 
t yed with some trial experience - complete law library an n- 

S n Hudson County telephone - no stenographiec - 






general practitioner - } 





MI 2-7200 



































































s 4 YOT ATTORNEY, PREFERABLY — 
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TAKE NOTICE that the 
me t he Hud 








ae 10 
at 10 o'el 
dgme nt authoriz 


ing 
nes of JOSEPH PAUL 


RE EM 7H PAUL REM, JR., 
BETH JEANNE REM JAMES PETER 
nd DOROTHY MARIE REM. 

ADAM REMBISZEWSKI, 
tural guardian 


ELIZA- 
=M 





JOSEPH 


JR. an infant, a 
‘E AMES PETER 





ZEWSEL, 
DOROTHY 


an tan 
MAR TE 
HAROLD § a ES 
nO5 AY 











Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 











t & MORGAN, | 


undersigned will | 





L REMBISZEW- | 


n-| 
PETER RE MBIS- | 


REMBISZEWSEI | 


$15.75 | 











SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y 






MODERN 
t. Corner 


















- Announcement 


Bernard L. Albert has moved 
his law offices to 45 Church 
Street, Paterson 1. 


BURPO COMPANY 
Photestal [ints 


192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK,N.J. 


WE ARE EQUIPPED TO RENDER YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT 
SERVICE Off ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS 
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OF NEW JERSEY 






TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certificatien 

of Autherized Attorneys 


| 
| 














A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
Serring New Jersey « Organized 1928 








AGENCIES IN: 














CaMpDEN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Brunswick 


Paterson @ RiversipE @ Toms RiveR @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7876 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST. HACKENSACK 










